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Neuroanatomical, molecular, and paleontological evidence is examined in light of human
brain evolution. The brain of extant humans differs from the brains of other primates
in its overall size and organization, and differences in size and organization of speciﬁc
cortical areas and subcortical structures implicated into complex cognition and social and
emotional processing. The human brain is also characterized by functional lateralizations,
reﬂecting specializations of the cerebral hemispheres in humans for different types of
processing, facilitating fast and reliable communication between neural cells in an enlarged
brain. The features observed in the adult brain reﬂect human-speciﬁc patterns of brain
development. Compared to the brains of other primates, the human brain takes longer
to mature, promoting an extended period for establishing cortical microcircuitry and its
modiﬁcations. Together, these features may underlie the prolonged period of learning
and acquisition of technical and social skills necessary for survival, creating a unique
cognitive and behavioral niche typical of our species. The neuroanatomical ﬁndings are
in concordance with molecular analyses, which suggest a trend toward heterochrony in
the expression of genes implicated in different functions. These include synaptogenesis,
neuronal maturation, and plasticity in humans, mutations in genes implicated in neurite
outgrowth and plasticity, and an increased role of regulatory mechanisms, potentially
promoting fast modiﬁcation of neuronal morphologies in response to new computational
demands. At the same time, endocranial casts of fossil hominins provide an insight into
the timing of the emergence of uniquely human features in the course of evolution. We
conclude by proposing several ways of combining comparative neuroanatomy, molecular
biology and insights gained from fossil endocasts in future research.
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INTRODUCTION
The search for the evolutionary emergence of neural features
underlying human cognitive and behavioral specializations rep-
resents a persistent ﬁeld of inquiry spanning several disciplines.
From comparative neuroanatomy through molecular biology
and paleoanthropological reconstructions, years of research have
yielded numerous insights into features unique to the human
brain, their morphological correlates, evolutionary pathways, and
context of their appearance. Compared to other primates, extant
humans are unique in the nature of their sociality, ecologi-
cal adaptations, and, most importantly, in a complete reliance
on culture as the extrasomatic, transgenerationally transmitted
behavioral adaptation (Alexander, 1989; Kaplan et al., 2000; Hill
et al., 2009). Throughout the evolution of the genus Homo, the
fossil record demonstrates an increase in brain size and appear-
ance of cortical asymmetries suggestive of functional lateralization
(Falk, 1987; Holloway et al., 2004). At the same time, com-
parative neuroanatomical studies suggest that, in addition to
an increase in size, human brain evolution was characterized
by selective enlargement and reorganization of speciﬁc corti-
cal areas (Semendeferi and Damasio, 2000; Semendeferi et al.,
2001, 2011) and subcortical structures (Barger et al., 2007, 2012),
potentially promoting information processing unique to our
species. In parallel, human life history is characterized by an
extended period of offspring dependency compared to chim-
panzees, delayed onset of reproductive maturation, and long
post-reproductive life-span (Bogin and Smith, 1996; Flinn, 2005;
Hawkes, 2006), enabling prolonged cognitive maturation, acquisi-
tion of skills necessary for survival, and their transmission across
generations.
The importance of complex morphological structures and
ﬂexible behaviors – allowing for novel responses to newly encoun-
tered selective pressures – was proposed as the key adaptation
of the hominin lineage (Potts, 1998). In this sense, variability
selection approached human evolution from a perspective dif-
ferent from ﬂuctuating selection and developmental plasticity; it
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emphasized the evolutionary emergence of traits capable of pro-
viding selective advantage to hominins in unstable conditions,
without invoking changes in the reaction norm or the need for
genetic polymorphisms (Potts, 1998). Among these traits, expan-
sion of the brain and behavioral complexity emerged as the key
features carrying a selective advantage during the course of human
evolution.
Behavioral variability, together with a more general cognitive
complexity, has been typically considered in the context of overall
encephalization. However, the relationship between the brain size
of fossil hominins and their behavioral complexity inferred from
the archaeological remains is neither simple nor straightforward
(McBrearty and Brooks, 2000; Teyssandier, 2008). Whereas the
ﬁrst wave of increase in brain size early in the Pleistocene coincides
with the appearance of ﬁrst bifacial tools, the relationship becomes
less clear later in human evolution, especially when assessing cog-
nitive capacities of early modern H. sapiens. Although it has been
proposed that novel tool technologies, new food procurement
strategies, and the emergence of representational art appeared
suddenly and concurrently at 50–40 kya (Klein, 2000; Bar-Yosef,
2002), recent reports provide evidence that aspects of behavioral
modernity may have already been present much earlier than that
(McBrearty and Brooks, 2000; Brown et al., 2012). At the same
time, anatomically modern humans were characterized by only
a modest increase in the brain size compared to their predeces-
sors (Ruff et al., 1997) leading some to suggest that the emergence
of behavioral modernity may have been accompanied by subtle
changes in cortical organization that cannot be inferred from the
fossil record (Klein, 2000). The debate on the origin of behavioral
modernity aside, changes in brain size are accompanied by numer-
ous modiﬁcations in organization and connectivity. In the case of
the neocortex, an expansion in cortical size tends to be accom-
panied by changes including absolute or relative size of cortical
ﬁelds, enlargement of areas devoted to processing relevant sensory
inputs, and changes in the amount of areas devoted to process-
ing speciﬁc types of stimuli (Krubitzer and Kaas, 2005). Cortical
expansion is often accompanied by an increase in modularity and
a reduction in long axonal projections, thus decreasing the dis-
tance between neurons subserving the same set of information
processing (Kaas, 2000).
A growing body of research suggests that neocortical pyramidal
neurons – the basic units of corticalmicrocircuitry (DeFelipe et al.,
2002) – display variations in homologous areas across primates,
possibly underlying differences in cognitive potentials across taxa
(Elston et al., 2006). As such, natural selection may have acted
speciﬁcally on the morphology and organization of neurons,
favoring a particular type of information processing in a given
species (Kaas, 2000). When compared across primates, pyramidal
neurons in humans tend to display more complex morphologies
(Elston, 2003) that are capable of sampling from larger inputs and
of participating in more extensive cortical networks (Jacobs and
Scheibel, 2002). In all primates examined to date, pyramidal neu-
rons are characterized by extensive morphological changes during
post-natalmaturation and remodeling throughout life, potentially
underlying ﬂexible behavioral responses typical of all primates.
Pyramidal neurons in the human neocortex display a prolonged
period of development compared to other primates (Cupp and
Uemura, 1980; Petanjek et al., 2008, 2011), especially in the cor-
tical areas characterized by expansion during human evolution,
including selected areas in the prefronal cortex (PFC). Similar
developmental differences can be observed in gene expression
studies, with delayed peak activity of genes involved in synaptoge-
nesis and neuronal plasticity in humans compared to chimpanzees
and macaques (Liu et al., 2012). At the same time, certain genes
implicated in neuronal plasticity display mutations unique to
humans (Lu et al., 2007, 2009), potentially suggesting differences
in regulation of these processes between humans and non-human
primates.
Even though insights into the microstructure of the cor-
tex gained from comparative neuroanatomical studies cannot
be directly compared with the fossil crania, certain features of
human brain development and cortical organization allow for a
synthesis of paleontological, neuroanatomical, and molecular evi-
dence in reconstructing human brain evolution. In this review,
we will combine these lines of research to examine plasticity in the
humanbrain froman evolutionary perspective.Wewill speciﬁcally
address maturation, cortical asymmetries, and lifelong changes in
human neocortical pyramidal neurons, molecular aspects under-
lying neocortical plasticity, and a potential time-frame for the
evolution of increased plasticity in the human brain based on
the insights gained from fossil endocasts. Where possible, we
will refer to the evolution of subcortical structures, especially
in relation to social and ecological adaptations unique to our
species. Several speciﬁcities of the human brain, including its size,
development, and hemispheric dominance can be examined in
extant primates, traced through the course of human evolution,
considered in the context of developmental patterns unique to
the human brain, and supplemented by insights from molecular
studies.
HUMAN BRAIN EVOLUTION: INSIGHTS FROM THE
NEURONAL PHENOTYPES
During the course of human evolution, the brain underwent an
increase in its overall size (Falk et al., 2000; Holloway et al., 2004),
in the relative size of some of its gross components (Finlay and
Darlington, 1995; Semendeferi and Damasio, 2000), and a selec-
tive enlargement of speciﬁc cortical areas and subcortical nuclei
(Semendeferi et al., 2001; Barger et al., 2007). Along with changes
in size came subtle modiﬁcations in organization, indicating pos-
sibly signiﬁcant alterations in microcircuitry at the cellular level
(Semendeferi et al., 2011; Barger et al., 2012). From an anatomical
perspective, morphological characteristics of a particular cortical
region reﬂect the number, size, and distribution of neurons within
that region (DeFelipe et al., 2002). Thus, an analysis of prop-
erties and organization of neurons in homologous areas across
species forms the basis for examining cortical organization from
an evolutionary point of view (Kaas, 2000). Increasingly there
is interest in the level of individual neurons and how they vary
across functionally different cortical areas, across species, and
how they change across the lifetime (Jacobs et al., 2001; Sherwood
et al., 2003a; Bianchi et al., 2012). Analyses at the neuronal level
enable the development of testable hypotheses linking the mor-
phology of information processing units and their function. They
can also provide insights into plastic responses to environmental
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circumstances across different cortical areas, the limits of the plas-
ticity, and possible differences in the nature or extent of plasticity
across species.
At the cellular level, the neocortex consists of excitatory pyrami-
dal and spiny stellate neurons, and of various classes of inhibitory
neurons (Nieuwenhuys, 1994; Hof and Sherwood, 2007; DeFelipe
et al., 2013). Despite this cellular diversity, neocortical pyramidal
neurons constitute the principal class of neurons in the cortex,
accounting for 70–85% of all cortical neurons (DeFelipe and Far-
iñas, 1992) and have been the target of a considerable number of
developmental, comparative, and evolutionary studies. Pyramidal
neurons form the basic units of cortical microcircuitry, determin-
ing the pattern of inputs and outputs into a particular cortical
area (DeFelipe et al., 2002). In this review, we focus speciﬁcally
on this morphological class of neurons. Pyramidal neurons are
typically characterized by a pyramidal- or ovoid-shaped soma, the
presence of one apical dendrite directed toward the pial surface,
several basal dendrites emerging from sides of the soma, an axon
emerging from the base of the cell body or from the proximal parts
of basal dendrites, and the presence of spines representing sites of
excitatory inputs onto dendrites (Figure 1; DeFelipe and Fariñas,
1992; Nieuwenhuys, 1994; Spruston, 2008).
In the cortex of adult primates – more speciﬁcally, macaques,
chimpanzees, and humans – pyramidal neurons vary across cor-
tical areas in the length of dendrites, branching complexity, and
in number and density of dendritic spines (Cupp and Uemura,
1980; Jacobs et al., 1997, 2001; Elston, 2007; Bianchi et al., 2012).
Pyramidal neurons in the primate neocortex also tend to display
two trends: an increase in complexity in relatively larger cortical
regions, and an increase in complexity from primary to higher-
order sensory processing areas (Elston, 2003; Elston et al., 2006).
In all three species, pyramidal neurons in the prefrontal cor-
tex (PFC) tend to be longer, more branched, and more spinous
compared to primary sensory areas. Across species, pyramidal
neurons in the human cortex typically emerge as morphologi-
cally the most complex when compared to homologous areas of
other primates,with the difference being particularly prominent in
PFC pyramidal neurons (Elston, 2000; Elston et al., 2006; Bianchi
et al., 2012). The prefrontal cortex comprises several cytoarchi-
tectonically deﬁned areas, and many of them, especially the ones
within the dorsolateral PFC, are involved in complex cognitive
tasks and executive functions in primates (Goldman-Rakic, 1987;
Barbas, 1995). During the evolution of the human lineage, parts
of the prefrontal regions, notably the frontopolar part, under-
went an increase in size (Semendeferi et al., 2001) and changes
in neuronal organization (Semendeferi et al., 2011), potentially
indicating localized microanatomical changes related to cognitive
complexity typical to humans. Analyses of pyramidal neurons
in macaque, chimpanzee, and human cortex suggest that an
increased complexity of PFC neurons in all species may reﬂect
a trend toward emphasis on executive functions shared by Old
World monkeys, apes, and humans (Elston, 2000; Elston et al.,
2009; Bianchi et al., 2012), while the integrative role of PFC
and its complex behaviors became even further emphasized in
humans.
Reorganization observed in the human neocortex has been
argued to parallel reorganization in some subcortical structures
FIGURE 1 | Photomicrograph (A) and a schematic representation (B) of
a pyramidal neuron from the human prefrontal cortex (BA 10)
processed with the Golgi–Kopsch method. Scalebar in (B) is in microns.
(Barton and Harvey, 2000). Among those, the amygdala emerges
as critical in mediating social and emotional behavior in both
human and non-human primates. While subcortical structures
are generally considered to be conserved during primate evolu-
tion, the amygdala is anatomically connected with many neural
Frontiers in Human Neuroscience www.frontiersin.org October 2013 | Volume 7 | Article 707 | 3
“fnhum-07-00707” — 2013/10/30 — 11:59 — page 4 — #4
Hrvoj-Mihic et al. Evolution of plasticity in the human brain
systems that are differentially expanded in humans, such as parts
of the prefrontal cortex and the temporal lobe (Stefanacci et al.,
1996; Semendeferi and Damasio, 2000; Semendeferi et al., 2001;
Stefanacci andAmaral, 2002). Amygdala connectionswith the pre-
frontal cortex are an important component of the social brain
circuitry. Between 85 and 95% of neurons in the basal nucleus of
the amygdala that project to the prefrontal cortex are pyramidal
cells immunoreactive for the excitatory amino acids glutamate or
aspartate (McDonald, 1996), suggesting the excitatory nature of
amygdaloid inputs into the PFC.
When compared to the other members of the family
Hominidae, namely chimpanzees, gorillas, bonobos, and
orangutans, the amygdala in humans displays disproportional
enlargement in the lateral nucleus (Barger et al., 2007, 2012) – both
in terms of volume and number of neurons – suggesting a reorga-
nization of the amygdaloid complex and an emphasis on functions
processed in the lateral nucleus. This may reﬂect the primary con-
nective relationship between the lateral nucleus and the temporal
lobe (Stefanacci et al., 1996; Stefanacci and Amaral, 2002), which
has also expanded over the course of evolution (Semendeferi and
Damasio, 2000). The lateral nucleus also receives the majority of
cortical sensory information directed to the amygdala (Stefanacci
and Amaral, 2000, 2002; Ghashghaei and Barbas, 2002; Barbas
et al., 2011), and it has been suggested that its expansion in humans
may represent a heightened need to process more expansive and
complex social stimuli and interactions (Barger et al., 2012). In
addition, it has been argued that several features that set human
cultures apart from behavioral traditions of non-human primates
include socially shared regulation of behavior and emotional rein-
forcement of cultural rules (Hill et al., 2009), both of which may
emphasize processing in central executive cortical regions as well
as in the amygdala.
The neurons in the amygdala are morphologically suited to
provide the foundation for their functional connectivity with
numerous other brain regions. The morphology of neurons in
the adult amygdala was described through Golgi studies dating
back to 1928 (Gurdjian, studies in the rat). Spiny, pyramidal-
like neurons and spine-sparse stellate neurons were ﬁrst described
by Hall (1972) in the cat and Braak and Braak (1983) carried
out the ﬁrst Golgi study in the human amygdala. The morphol-
ogy of neurons in the basolateral complex (lateral, basal, and
accessory basal nuclei) has been especially well described. In the
adult amygdala, spiny, pyramidal-type neurons, and spine-sparse
or aspiny stellate neurons have been identiﬁed in the basolat-
eral complex of all species studied to date, including rats, cats,
monkeys, and humans (for review see McDonald, 1992). These
neurons are very similar to their counterparts in the cerebral cor-
tex. Each of the other amygdaloid nuclei also contain at least
one type of projection neuron that is spine dense and one type
of spine-sparse neuron that appears to be a local circuit neuron
(McDonald, 1992).
Most of the spiny neurons in the basolateral complex have
a pyramid-shaped soma with a main dendrite that is longer
than the other basal processes, like cortical pyramidal neurons.
Unlike cortical pyramidal neurons, however, the basolateral neu-
rons do not exhibit a preferential orientation. The soma and
proximal part of the dendrites are smooth while more distal
regions are characterized by pedunculated spines. The den-
drites generally do not extend beyond nuclear boundaries or
into the adjacent white matter, but axons have been observed
to cross nuclear boundaries to join ﬁber bundles. This sug-
gests that these represent projection neurons. An effective marker
that can be used to identify pyramidal neurons in the baso-
lateral complex is calcium/calmodulin-dependent protein kinase
II (CaMKII), which has a critical role in long-term potentia-
tion. When CaMKII was analyzed for neuronal localization in
the basolateral nucleus of rats, virtually every pyramidal neuron
appeared to be CaMKII-positive while non-pyramidal neurons
were unstained (McDonald et al., 2002). Indeed, decades of studies
in rats have demonstrated the importance of long-term potentia-
tion in the amygdala for emotional learning andmemory (Clugnet
and LeDoux, 1990; Maren, 1999). Thus, the neurons in the
basolateral complex of the amygdala are equipped to mediate
the need for behavioral modiﬁcations encountered throughout
life.
DENDRITIC ASYMMETRIES IN THE HUMAN CORTEX
Cerebral hemispheres in humans, more so than the hemispheres
of other primates, are specialized for different types of informa-
tion processing (Gazzaniga, 2000; Sun andWalsh, 2006). Although
communication between the hemispheres still remains important
in humans (Gazzaniga, 2000), certain functions are preferentially
processed in one hemisphere over the other. In processing of
spatial and face recognition, the right hemisphere exerts dom-
inance over the left hemisphere, whereas language processing
tends to be subserved by the areas located in the left hemisphere
(Geschwind, 1978; Geschwind and Miller, 2001). Asymmetries
observed at the gross level in the human cortex represent struc-
tural correlates of functional lateralization: adult humans display
right frontal/left occipital asymmetries (Geschwind and Miller,
2001) forming an example of predictable, species-level corti-
cal organization unique to humans that can be traced in the
hominin lineage, as documented in the fossil record (see discussion
below).
An important feature of cortical asymmetries is that they
represent essentially a developmental phenomenon. Asymme-
tries can be observed in perisylvian regions and the planum
temporale prenatally (30 gestational weeks; Chi et al., 1977a),
and differences in gene expression between the two hemispheres
are observed even earlier in the development (12–14 gestational
weeks; Sun et al., 2005). During development, the right hemi-
sphere may exhibit a faster tempo of development compared
to the left hemisphere (Chi et al., 1977b; Sun et al., 2005) and
the pattern of asymmetries seen in adults is either absent or
reversed in infants and children. The typical adult-like pattern
of asymmetry emerges during adolescence (Shaw et al., 2009).
At the same time, structural asymmetries are either absent or
reversed in several disorders – including dyslexia (Geschwind
and Galaburda, 1985), autism, and developmental language dis-
order (Herbert et al., 2005). Changes in functional hemispheric
dominance were reported in individuals with brain injuries
(Joseph, 1986) and following corpus callosotomy (Gazzaniga
et al., 1984). Taken together, these observations suggest that
although development of asymmetries tends to be predictable in
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humans andmay be primarily under genetic control, environment
processing demands appear to inﬂuence the establishment of
proper functional circuitry underlying functional lateralizations in
humans.
Analyses of morphology of pyramidal neurons in cortical areas
associated with lateralized behaviors suggest that the lateraliza-
tion observed in gross anatomical studies ﬁnd their equivalent at
the cellular level. In language areas, the so-called “dendritic lat-
erality” has been reported in Broca’s area, Wernicke’s area, and
Rolandic motor areas (Scheibel et al., 1985; Jacobs and Scheibel,
1993). The Wernicke’s area equivalent in the right hemisphere was
characterized by less neurophil, greater overlap among columns,
and greater variability in orientation of pyramidal neurons. In
the dominant (left) hemisphere, layer III pyramidal neurons were
longer, more branched, and more spinous compared to the neu-
rons in the right hemisphere. The hemispheric pattern changed
with aging; in individuals older than 50 years, pyramidal neurons
in the left hemisphere became more prone to degradation com-
pared to the ones in the right hemisphere, resulting in the reversal
of the dominance pattern. Unlike in younger individuals, the pyra-
midal cells in the left hemisphere of older individuals were shorter
and less spinous than the cells in the right hemisphere (Jacobs
and Scheibel, 1993). Pyramidal neurons in the language areas in
the frontal lobe display a less clear pattern of hemispheric domi-
nance. Scheibel et al. (1985) reported that the total dendritic length
in Broca’s area was comparable to the length of dendrites in the
homologous area on the right hemisphere; the same pattern holds
for Rolandic areas. The differences, however, were noted at more
subtle elements of neuronal structure: pyramidal neurons in the
left hemisphereweremore branched anddisplayed greater number
of high-order segments, i.e., fourth, ﬁfth, and sixth order segments
from the cell body. In the right hemisphere, pyramidal neurons in
both areas displayed more lower order segments (ﬁrst, second,
third order) compared to the neurons in the left hemisphere. The
pattern was consistent in right-handed subjects, and the hemi-
spheric speciﬁcities was reversed in left-handed subjects (Scheibel
et al., 1985). The authors suggested that the observed pattern,
namely different modiﬁcation of segments relative to the prox-
imity to the cell body, reﬂected segment-speciﬁc developmental
timing.
The segments closer to the cell body are formed during devel-
opment prior to the higher-order segments, thus before the
emergence of complex, lateralized behaviors. The appearance of
more branched higher order segments coincides with functional
maturation of the left hemisphere as the dominant hemisphere.
Alternatively, as the authors suggested, higher order segments may
be more plastic, and greater branching of high order segments in
the left hemisphere might represent a response to higher demands
of the behaviors processed in the left hemisphere (Scheibel et al.,
1985).
The study by Scheibel et al. (1985) highlights an important
point in examining the variability of pyramidal neurons in
humans: in their adult phenotype, pyramidal neurons reﬂect
cell-autonomous inﬂuences, as well as computational responses
imposed upon them based on the area they occupy. Different parts
of a pyramidal neuron may not respond in the same way to envi-
ronmental inﬂuences: the parts of pyramidal neurons maturing
at the time of environmental input may be more responsive in
modifying their morphology, while developmentally earlier parts
may remain more stable.
DEVELOPMENTAL PLASTICITY IN PYRAMIDAL NEURONS
The emergence of pyramidal neurons and their differentiation and
establishment of proper synaptic connections represents the ﬁrst
step in the formation of cortical connectivity. In primates, cortical
neurogenesis is limited to the ﬁrst half of gestation. At embryonic
day 40 (E40) in macaques and E43 in humans (Rakic, 1982), neu-
ronal progenitor cells exit the cell cycle and migrate along radial
glia toward their position in the developing cortical plate. Earlier
born neurons are destined to occupy subgranular cortical layers
(layers V/VI), whereas later born neurons migrate into supragran-
ular layers (layers II/III; Rakic, 1982). In humans at 17 gestational
weeks (gw), a set of neurons in the cortical plate starts displaying
morphology typical of pyramidal neurons – large somata, three
to ﬁve basal dendrites with developed secondary branches, and a
distinct apical dendrite directed toward the marginal zone (Mrzl-
jak et al., 1988). With the appearance of lamination in the cortical
plate, it becomes possible to distinguish pyramidal neurons in
the developing layer III from those in layer V: pyramidal cells in
the developing supragranular layers appear less branched and less
spinous compared to their layer V counterparts, displaying over-
all less mature morphology (Mrzljak et al., 1988). Despite being
based on a small sample of prenatal human tissue, these studies
show that already at this developmental stage layer III neurons
are marked by variations – the neurons in the upper part of the
layer III are less branched and shorter than their counterparts
in the deeper portions of layer III (Marin-Padilla, 1970; Mrzljak
et al., 1988). The differences in the morphology of pyramidal neu-
rons based on their laminar afﬁliations will persist throughout
development and into adulthood (Petanjek et al., 2008). Layer-
speciﬁc developmental differences appear particularly promi-
nent during the perinatal period, that is, the period marked
by initial neuronal response to direct environmental stimuli
(Bourgeois, 1997).
It is of particular interest that layer III pyramidal neurons in
human PFC, i.e., the subset of neurons characterized by the most
elaborate dendritic morphology and highest number of synap-
tic inputs in adulthood, are the least developed neurons at birth
(Petanjek et al., 2008). The early post-natal period is marked by
their extensive elaboration; by the end of the ﬁrst year of life,
layer III pyramidal neurons in PFC appear as developed as layer V
pyramidal cells, and by the end of third year of life, they emerge as
most complex neurons in the human cortex (Petanjek et al., 2008).
The morphological development of pyramidal neurons tends to
parallel cognitive maturation, with an increase in language abili-
ties, working memory, and symbolic thought in human infants
during the same period (Goldman-Rakic, 1987). Interestingly,
further elaboration in the morphology of pyramidal neurons,
although at a smaller scale, continues into adulthood (Petanjek
et al., 2008), thus spanning the period of continued cognitive and
behavioral maturation in humans. As environment plays a cru-
cial role in establishing proper cortical circuitry, the immaturity
of layer III pyramidal cells at birth, rapid modiﬁcation in the
ﬁrst few post-natal years, coupled with a continued modiﬁcation
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until adulthood, allows for establishment of basic circuitry while
enabling further individuation (sensu Bourgeois, 2001), depend-
ing on individual experiences and the needs of a particular social
environment.
Signiﬁcant changes during the post-natal period in the develop-
ing amygdala suggest that environmental inputs play an important
role in specifying itsmorphology. It has beendemonstratedboth in
humans (Joseph, 1999) and macaques (Harlow and Harlow, 1969)
that lack of interaction with conspeciﬁcs and the inability to form
attachments during the ﬁrst year of life results in social and emo-
tional abnormalities that persist throughout adulthood, possibly
underlined by improper initial inputs into the amygdala from the
social surrounding of an infant. As an example, humans infants
suffering fromneglect soon after birth tend to develop severe emo-
tional non-responsiveness and fear of strangers, whereas those
deprived of care after 6 months of age display increased need
for attention, but remain unable to develop proper social adhe-
sion (Joseph, 1999). In macaques, changes in social behavior and
increased anxiety in adults are related to early life stress such as
maternal separation. In turn, neonatal amygdala dysfunction has
been shown to underlie non-adaptive responses to environmen-
tal and social stimuli. This suggests that alterations in amygdala
development are linked with external changes in the environment.
Monkeys with neonatal lesions demonstrate increased fear behav-
ior in social interactions compared to control monkeys (Thomp-
son et al., 1969; Prather et al., 2001). In contrast, monkeys with
lesions produced in adulthood engage in greater amounts of afﬁlia-
tive social interactions than controls, suggesting a lack of social fear
(Emery et al., 2001).
Structurally, the amygdala primodium ﬁrst appears during the
embryonic period in humans as a thickening in the wall of the
interventricular foramen at the time that the hemispheres begin
to evaginate. It is contiguous with the hippocampus and closely
related to the striatum. The amygdala nuclei form by the migra-
tion of neuroblasts from the germinal layer of the striatal ridge,
or ventricular eminence (also referred to as ganglionic eminence,
Humphrey, 1968; Ulﬁg et al., 2003; Muller and O’Rahilly, 2006).
At ﬁrst, three main subdivisions emerge: the anterior amygdaloid
area, the corticomedial complex, and the basolateral complex.
The anterior amygdaloid area is identiﬁable ﬁrst, followed shortly
by the corticomedial complex (the cortical, medial, and cen-
tral nuclei) and then the basolateral complex. Before the end
of the embryonic period ﬁber connections develop between the
amygdaloid nuclei and the septal, hippocampal, and diencephalic
regions (Muller and O’Rahilly, 2006).
In the ﬁfth gestational month in humans, aggregations of cell
columns extend from the ventricular eminence into the baso-
lateral complex. The presence of radial glia (demonstrated by
vimentin immunoreactivity) between the columns suggests that
these aggregations represent early migratory systems. In the sixth
and seventh gestationalmonths the cell columns begin to lose their
connectionswith the ventricular eminence andﬁbers are no longer
found between the cell columns. Finally, in the eighth and ninth
month the aggregates of cell columns are no longer present and
the lateral nucleus appears distinctly separate from the ventricular
eminence (Ulﬁg et al., 2003). In parallel with this development,
punctate immunolabeling of GAP-43, which is correlated with
synaptogenesis (McGuire et al., 1988), appears in the ﬁfth gesta-
tional month in the corticomedial complex and in the seventh
month in the basolateral complex. By the ninth month there
is no longer evidence of GAP-43 in the amygdala (Ulﬁg et al.,
2003).
The amygdala in primates is immature at birth and its devel-
opment thus depends on incoming stimuli from the environment.
Differentiation of individual amygdala nuclei continues from the
embryonic period through the fetal period and on into the post-
natal period. Many nuclei exhibit distinct developmental proﬁles.
For example, post-natally in macaque monkeys, the nuclei of
the basolateral complex demonstrate a dramatic enlargement in
volume between birth and 3 months of age, with slower growth
continuing beyond 1 year. In contrast, the medial nucleus is near
adult size at birth, while the volume of the central nucleus is half
the adult value at birth and exhibits slow but signiﬁcant growth
even after 1 year of age (Chareyron et al., 2012). At a cellular level,
early pyramidal neurons can be distinguished in the human amyg-
dala by the eighth and ninth gestational months. Similarly to the
pyramidal neurons in the neocortex, these early pyramidal neu-
rons are characterized by medium diameter dendrites that emerge
from pyramidal-shaped soma, a stout branching dendrite emerg-
ing fromopposite pole of the soma, and an axon emerging from the
base of the pyramids. The onset of synaptogenesis is delayed in the
basolateral complex relative to the corticomedial complex (Ulﬁg
et al., 2003). Since the lateral nucleus is characterized as derived
in its organization in humans (Barger et al., 2007, 2012) and func-
tions as an important part of the network processing of social and
emotional stimuli, it remains possible that a prolonged period of
maturation enables establishment of social and emotional bonds
extending beyond the mother; a feature in particular important in
humans species, where sharing offspring care represents an evolu-
tionary strategy for increasing reproductive success (Hrdy, 2005).
Compared to humans, infant care is less extensively shared among
group members in great apes and most Old World monkeys, and
the nature of alloparenting thus differs between humans and other
primates.
Among the Efé of Central Africa, for example, by 18 weeks
of age infants spend more than half a day with caregivers other
than their mothers, averaging about 14 caretakers including both
related and unrelated individuals (Hrdy, 2005). In comparison, a
systematic study of alloparental episodes among the chimpanzees
in Mahale Mountains, Tanzania, suggests that only certain mem-
bers of the troop (e.g., nulliparous females) tend to display interest
into handling infants, whereas parous females remain indifferent
to the offspring of other females (Nishida, 1983). A similar pat-
tern was observed among Japanese macaques (Macaca fuscata;
Hiraiwa, 1981). Even among the species where infant sharing is
quite common, such as Barbary macaques (M. sylvanus; Small,
1990), themother remains the primary caretaker of the infant, and
alloparenting never reaches the extent seen in humans. Similarly,
the development of ‘stranger distress’ is delayed in human infants
compared to other primates, appearing at approximately 7months
in humans, 4 months in chimpanzees, and 3 months in macaques
(reviewed in LaFreniere, 2005). Although the appearance of fear
reaction to strangers doubtlessly depends on other cognitive (e.g.,
development of the concept of the caregiver; LaFreniere, 2005)
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and neural changes (e.g., neocorticalmaturation; Goldman-Rakic,
1987), developmental changes in the amygdala nevertheless under-
lie the emergent fear response in primates during the ﬁrst year
of life.
EPIGENETIC AND MOLECULAR ASPECTS OF HUMAN BRAIN
EVOLUTION
It has been proposed that the environment mediates the establish-
ment of neuronal morphology by two mechanisms of plasticity:
experience-expectant plasticity, preparing neuronal circuits for
ubiquitous environmental inputs, and experience-dependent plas-
ticity, responsive to the circumstances unique to each individual
(Greenough et al., 1987). Experience-expectant plasticity likely
reﬂects evolutionarymechanisms emphasizing a particular type of
sensory processing shared by all members of a species (Greenough
et al., 1987). This is manifested by overproduction of synapses
during the perinatal period in cortical areas subserving the sen-
sory system in question, followed by a rapid pruning of synapses
at the end of the period. Experience-dependent plasticity, on the
other hand, is less predictable, characterized either by prolong-
ing the period of synapse overproduction or delaying the offset of
synaptic pruning (Bourgeois, 1997). Synaptogenesis in the primate
visual cortex represents a typical example of experience-expectant
plasticity. In rhesus macaques, rapid production of synapses in
primary visual cortex (V1) begins 2 months before term, becomes
intensiﬁed around birth, and ends at post-natal day 61 (P61; Bour-
geois, 1997). The rate of synapse production remains stable even
if the monkeys are delivered before term – thus exposed to light
prematurely compared to the full-term controls – although the
maturation rate of synapses appears to proceed faster in pre-term
macaques (Bourgeois et al., 1989). It has been proposed (Joseph,
1999) that development of the amygdala and associated corti-
cal regions involved in processing emotional and social stimuli
represent another example of experience-expectant maturation
(Harlow and Harlow, 1969; Joseph, 1999).
Experience-expectant plasticity is often associated with critical
periods in development (Greenough et al., 1987) and it is in partic-
ular prominent in the maturation of sensory systems. In contrast,
the basic premise of experience-dependent plasticity proposes that
the opportunity to acquire complex behaviors varies across indi-
viduals and that the nature of the acquired information will differ
from one animal to the next (Greenough et al., 1987). This type of
plasticity underlies acquisition of multifaceted behaviors, includ-
ing navigating one’s social and ecological surroundings, language
acquisition, and ability to acquire new technical and behavioral
skills. Rather than providing a developmental window in which
stimuli are necessary to establish functional circuitry, experience-
dependent modiﬁcations are possible in late-maturing regions,
depending on individual circumstances (Greenough et al., 1987).
In macaques, rapid development of synapses proceeds uniformly
in both V1 and PFC, although the two areas harbor two rudi-
mentary different types of processing (Bourgeois et al., 1994).
In humans, on the other hand, development of synaptic den-
sities is postponed in PFC compared to other cortical regions
(Huttenlocher and Dabholkar, 1997), suggesting that matura-
tion of executive control in humans may be postponed compared
to macaques, allowing for a prolonged period of modiﬁcations.
Dendritic systems of pyramidal neurons in human PFC con-
tinue to mature longer than PFC neurons in macaques (Cupp
and Uemura, 1980; Petanjek et al., 2008), with elaboration of
dendritic branching continuing until adolescence (Petanjek et al.,
2008) and maturation of spines proceeding until the third decade
of life (Petanjek et al., 2011). The prolonged period of maturation
of cortical microcircuitry in PFC thus encompasses two devel-
opmental stages unique to humans: childhood and adolescence
(Bogin and Smith, 1996; Bogin, 1997). The additional period of
cognitive plasticity in humans enables the acquisition of baseline
skills necessary for successfully navigating social and ecologi-
cal environments (Leigh and Park, 1998; Flinn, 2005), forming
the basis for their elaboration in later life (Geary, 2005). It is
important to note, however, that modiﬁcations in cortical micro-
circuitry continue throughout life, even without obvious patholo-
gies or physical traumas (Jacobs and Scheibel, 2002), enabling
modiﬁcations of behavioral responses to newly encountered
circumstances.
A discussion about plasticity inevitably introduces the question
of cell-intrinsic and epigenetic inﬂuences on the development,
and the relative importance of each in inﬂuencing a particu-
lar aspect of neuronal morphology. The development of new
comparative genomics, epigenetic analyses, and gene expres-
sion tools has catapulted interest in the molecular aspects of
human brain evolution. Variability selection posits the impor-
tance of regulatory mechanisms of gene expression in lineages
subjected to variability selection (Potts, 1998), with the activity
especially prominent during development; comparative studies
across primates have suggested differences in timing, increased
importance of non-coding sequences, and accelerated rates of evo-
lution of development-related genes in humans (Dorus et al., 2004;
Prabhakar et al., 2006; Liu et al., 2012).
At the genomic level, several reported molecular events illus-
trate the complexity of human evolution. On one side, humans
can acquire new genetic information. For example, KLK8 (also
known as neuropsin) is a secreted-type serine protease that is
involved in synaptogenesis, neurite outgrowth, andplasticity in the
hippocampus and the neocortex (Mitsui et al., 1999). A human-
speciﬁc point mutation gave rise to a novel functional isoform
(type II) that is only expressed in humans during development
in the embryo brain, suggesting a potential role in early CNS
formation (Lu et al., 2007, 2009). On the other side, a loss of
function is observed in the human genome, affecting a speciﬁc bio-
chemical pathway. For example, the human deﬁciency of Neu5Gc
is explained by the ﬁxations of an inactivating mutation in the
gene encoding CMP-N-acetylneuraminic acid hydroxylase, the
rate-limiting enzyme in generating Neu5Gc in cells of other mam-
mals. The mutation occurred after the split from our last common
ancestor (Chou et al., 2002). Fixation in the ancestral population
occurred at an unknown time thereafter and happens to be one
of the ﬁrst known genetic differences between humans and other
hominids with an obvious biochemical readout. Together, these
data are consistent with the presence of human-speciﬁc genomic
alterations.
Alteration in gene expression is a common mode of evolution-
ary change and can result from multiple changes in the genome,
affecting regulatory regions such as promoters and enhancers.
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These alterations may affect gene dosage, timing and localization.
Some studies suggested several differences that seem human spe-
ciﬁc: themajority of genes showing expression differences between
humans and chimpanzees are upregulated in the human cortex
(Cáceres et al., 2003) and show a species-speciﬁc pattern of expres-
sion (Enard et al., 2002). Gene expressions in regions involved
in complex cognitive tasks tend to resemble one another, dif-
fering from the expression proﬁles in primary processing areas
(Khaitovich et al., 2004). At the same time, comparative studies of
gene expression between humans and chimpanzees suggest that
the overall pattern of gene activity during the post-natal period is
shared between these two species. However, compared to chim-
panzees, about half of genes speciﬁc to a particular developmental
stage are expressed at different levels in humans. Moreover, the
difference between the two species increases over time, with the
greatest difference occurring at 10 years of age (Somel et al., 2009).
Several functional groups of genes involved into synaptogenesis
and neuronal function display prolonged expression in humans
compared to chimpanzees and macaques; in humans, their levels
remain high during the ﬁrst 5 years of life whereas in chimpanzees
their levels decline early in the post-natal period. As a compar-
ison, the same set of genes is elevated prenatally in macaques
(Liu et al., 2012). Overall, the comparative molecular analyses
of brain development suggest a tendency toward heterochrony
– with a prolonged period of expression in humans compared
to other primates – an increased role of regulatory mechanisms,
and regional differences in gene expression across distinct brain
regions.
Throughout the life of an individual, the brain faces two oppos-
able needs: on one side, maintenance of the established functional
circuitry and on the other, remodeling of the circuits in response
to newly imposed computational needs (Abrous et al., 2005).
Different parts of the brain may have solved this dilemma dif-
ferently: regions characterized by continuous neurogenesis (e.g.,
hippocampus) through the addition of new neurons and the
establishment of new circuitry (van Praag et al., 2002), while the
non-neurogenic regions (e.g., the neocortex) through modiﬁca-
tions in morphology of the existing neurons (Abrous et al., 2005).
Morphological changes of pyramidal neurons – length, branching,
and the number and distribution of dendritic spines – have been
reported in the cortexof human subjects followingphysical (Jacobs
et al., 2003) and chemical (Glantz and Lewis, 2000) changes, or
behavioral manipulations in laboratory animals (Bock et al., 2005;
Cerqueira et al., 2007). In a study of macaques raised in a cage
without enrichment andwithonly visual contactwith conspeciﬁcs,
Bryan and Riesen (1989) reported decrease in density of spines on
apical dendrites in V1 pyramidal neurons, but no reduction in
their overall branching complexity. The same conditions resulted
in decreased length, arborization, and density of spines on apical
dendrites in primary motor cortex (M1; Bryan and Riesen, 1989),
suggesting that the effects of deprivation affected neurons in differ-
ent cortical regions differently, and that some parts of pyramidal
morphology (e.g., spines) appear more prone to environmental
inﬂuence than the others. These ﬁndings tend to be supported by
gene expression analyses: expression of the immediate early genes
(IEGs) in the cortex has been associatedwith learning andmemory
(Kaufmann and Worley, 1999), and electrical activity in neurons
appears to mediate the effects of brain-derived neurotrophic
factors (BDNF) in the developing cortex (McAllister et al., 1996).
Expression of some of IEGs seems to be focused speciﬁcally on
dendrites (McAllister et al., 1996) and on dendritic spines (Schratt
et al., 2006), facilitating rapid morphological modiﬁcations of the
neurons.
An example of changes in neuronal morphology reported by
Jacobs et al. (2003) suggests that the human cortex may respond
to the same stressor differently than the cortex of other mammals.
Several decades after undergoing corpus callosotomy, pyramidal
neurons in layer III developed unusually long, branched, and
spinous basal dendrites, which descended deep into subgranu-
lar layers. These ‘tap root’ dendrites were in particular common
in Broca’s area (Jacobs et al., 2003), which shares connections
with its homolog in the right hemisphere and receives numer-
ous interhemispheric afferents from the right inferior temporal
cortex (Di Virgilio and Clarke, 1997). The unusually developed
basal dendrite, as the authors suggested, may represent an attempt
by the neurons to maintain their function after losing cross-
callosal inputs by increasing the area available for connections
within the samehemisphere. In rabbits, callosotomy resulted in the
decrease of spine number on oblique branches of apical dendrites
in the parietal cortex, while at the same time the morphology of
basal dendrites remained largely unaffected (Globus and Scheibel,
1967). These ﬁndings suggest that several factors – including the
highly lateralized function of Broca’s area and an increased reliance
on regulatory mechanisms modulating the relationship between
cell structure and neuronal activity – may underline the observed
differences in the modiﬁcations of neuronal morphology between
the two species. The study thus reinforces conclusions implicit to
numerous comparative studies – that the cortex of each species is
a product of its evolutionary history, favoring a particular way
of processing or, in morphological terms, a particular pattern
of cortical connectivity that is layer-, area-, and likely species-
speciﬁc. While it is reasonable to expect that the neurons with
the same biophysical properties will respond to the stimulus in
a similar way, regardless of the species or the area they occupy,
functional demands imposed upon the neurons likely differ, and
their morphology will change in response to the epigenetic factors
differently, depending on nature of the network they form.
THE DIRECT EVIDENCE OF HUMAN BRAIN EVOLUTION: THE
FOSSIL RECORD
Fossil hominin endocasts can provide important clues to identify
modiﬁcations of the human brain during evolution. An endocra-
nial cast, or endocast, is a cast of the inner table of the cranial
bones. Fossil endocasts are either naturally formed via ﬁlling and
consolidation of sediment inside the braincase during the fos-
silization process, or artiﬁcially human-made. Endocasts of fossil
specimens are the only available remnants of the morphology of
their brains; as such, fossil hominin endocasts represent the only
direct evidence of human brain evolution.
Endocasts preserve only some gross morphological character-
istics of the brain’s outer surface, as pia mater, arachoid tisue,
and dura mater form a buffer preventing the brain from leav-
ing imprints in the inner cranium. Typically, estimates of cranial
capacity can be reliably extrapolated based on the endocasts,
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whereas ﬁner aspects of cerebral organization, such as gyral and
sulcal pattern, remain more problematic and debatable (Hol-
loway et al., 2004). Correlating microanatomical information with
endocasts is a multistep process bridging microanatomy obtained
from post-mortem histological sections with gross brain anatomy
obtained from MRI. Such attempts have been made recently (e.g.,
Schenker et al., 2010; Annese, 2012; Yang et al., 2012), opening a
promising ﬁeld for future research. The second step is to eval-
uate the relationships between gross external neuroanatomy and
endocranial morphology. Complex interactions throughout head
ontogeny involve the brain, meninges, cranial vault, basicranium,
face, mandible, and masticatory muscles (e.g., Moss and Young,
1960;Moss,1968; Liebermanet al.,2000; Bastir et al.,2004; Bruner,
2004; Richtsmeier et al., 2006; Mitteroecker and Bookstein, 2008;
Neubauer et al., 2009). Despite these interactions the shape of the
cranial inner table (i.e., the shape of the endocast) reﬂects the
shape of the brain until brain growth completion and throughout
adulthood until incipience of brain tissue shrinkage (Courchesne
et al., 2000; Resnick et al., 2003; Scahill et al., 2003; Kruggel, 2006;
Sherwood et al., 2011; Ventrice, 2011). For this reason, endocra-
nial volume and shape are used as proxies for brain size and
shape.
The endocranial fossil record has been extensively reviewed
(e.g., Bruner, 2003; Holloway et al., 2004; Falk, 2007, 2012). The
ongoing study of the virtually reconstructed endocast of Sahelan-
thropus tchadensis (Brunet et al., 2002; Bienvenu et al., 2013), dated
to 7 Ma (Mega Annum, a period of one million years) will open a
unique window on the earliest stages of hominin brain evolution.
Indeed, apart from this specimen, the earliest known hominin
endocasts belong to australopiths dated around 3 Ma from South
Africa and East Africa. They are formally separated into gracile
(genus Australopithecus) and robust (genus Paranthropus) forms.
Origins of the genus Homo are thought to be nested within genus
Australopithecus, while robust australopiths are generally consid-
ered as side branches. The earliestHomo endocasts come fromEast
Africa and date to less than 2 Ma. Homo erectus sensu lato is the
earliest species known out of Africa around 1.8 Ma, found in Cau-
casus and Indonesia. H. heidelbergensis encompasses African and
European fossils from the middle Pleistocene (between about 0.8
and 0.1Ma). AfricanH. heidelbergensis specimensmay be ancestral
to H. sapiens, while European specimens may be ancestral to H.
neanderthalensis, Eurasian late archaic Homo ranging in age from
about 0.2 Ma to 30,000 years ago. Australopiths are characterized
by great ape-sized brains. When brain size began to increase in
hominins is debated: increase in brain size began either gradually
from around 3 Ma (Falk et al., 2000) or suddenly from around
2 Ma (Carlson et al., 2011; Table 1).
EVOLUTION OF HUMAN BRAIN ONTOGENY
The evolution of hominin brain ontogeny is attracting increas-
ing interest (Zollikofer and Ponce de León, 2010, 2013; Leigh,
2012; Neubauer and Hublin, 2012) and deserves special attention
here. Ontogeny includes growth (increase in size with age) and
development (modiﬁcations in shape with age). From the growth
perspective, the brain of modern humans is already bigger at birth
compared to newborn chimpanzees (400 versus 145 cc; Zollikofer
and Ponce de León, 2013) and it experiences a growth spurt during
the ﬁrst two post-natal years. This rapid initial growth does not
occur in chimpanzees (Sakai et al., 2013) and it may account for
our large adult brains, three to four times bigger than the brains
of chimpanzees (1350 versus 385 cc; Zollikofer and Ponce de
León, 2013). Brain growth slows down after the growth spurt,
and brain size approaches that of adults after eruption of the ﬁrst
molar. From the developmental perspective, endocasts of humans
and chimpanzees already have distinct shapes at birth, reﬂect-
ing different prenatal ontogenies: notably, human neonates have
squared-off frontal lobes (Zollikofer and Ponce de León, 2013).
During early post-natal development, the human brain undergoes
an extensive period of growth and there are modiﬁcations of the
endocranium, including expansion in the parietal area and widen-
ing of the post-erior temporal parts (Neubauer et al., 2010). This
change results in a more globular shape of the human cranium
compared to both chimpanzees and late archaicHomo (i.e.,H. hei-
delbergensis and Neanderthals; Lieberman et al., 2002; Neubauer
et al., 2010; Gunz et al., 2012, but see also Ponce de León et al.,
2013 for shared patterns among hominids). Although each extant
ape species evolved its own ontogenetic trajectory, as exempliﬁed
by the differences between chimpanzees and bonobos (Lieberman
et al., 2007; Durrleman et al., 2012), the early post-natal growth
spurt and the associated “globularization phase” appear to be
developmental features unique to anatomically modern humans
and are either absent, or undetectable, in the developing great ape
crania.
An important topic in paleoneurological studies is dating the
transition from amore ape-like pattern of brain growth and devel-
opment to amodern humanpattern. There is some support for the
idea that fossil hominin maternal pelvic dimensions can be used as
an indirect source of information for neonatal brain size as inmod-
ern humans (Tague and Lovejoy, 1986), but it has also been argued
that australopith female pelvic dimensions are larger thanneonatal
neurocranial dimensions, and obstetrical constraints were absent
in australopiths as in extant great apes (Leutenegger, 1987). More-
over, taxonomic attribution of some important pelvic remains
is also debated (Simpson et al., 2008; Ruff, 2010). For these rea-
sons, we will only review the evidence coming directly from the
endocasts of juvenile fossil hominins, in a chronological order.
Australopith brain ontogeny is documented mainly by the
endocasts from Dikika and Taung. The Dikika child (Australo-
pithecus afarensis), dated to 3.3 Ma, has an estimated age at death
of approximately 3 years and an estimated endocranial volume
between 275 and 330 cc (Alemseged et al., 2006). The Taung
child (A. africanus; Dart, 1925), dated to 2.6–2.8 Ma (McKee,
1993), has an estimated age at death between 3.5 and 4 years
(Lacruz et al., 2005) and an estimated endocranial volume of
405 cc (Neubauer et al., 2012). Brain ontogeny in early H. erec-
tus is documented by one specimen, the 1-year-old Mojokerto
child, dated to 1.8 Ma and with an estimated endocranial volume
of 663 cc (Coqueugniot et al., 2004). In H. neanderthalensis, one
specimen of special interest is the 1 to 2-week-old infant from
Mezmaiskaya, Russia (Golovanova et al., 1999), dated to 0.073–
0.063 Ma, with an endocranial volume estimated between 414 and
436 cc (Ponce de León et al., 2008; Gunz et al., 2012). H. nean-
derthalensis is probably the best known fossil hominin species
concerning brain ontogeny, the whole range of individual ages
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Table 1 | Endocranial asymmetries in selected fossil hominins.
Specimen Species Age Location Petalias Broca’s cap
Sterkfontein type 2 Australopithecus africanus 2.5 Ma South Africa No frontal petalia, occipital not preserved Nascent?
MH1 Australopithecus sediba 2 Ma South Africa Right frontal Nascent?
KNM-WT 17000 Paranthropus aethiopicus 2.5 Ma East Africa Right frontal-left occipital Absent
OH 5 Paranthropus boisei 1.8 Ma East Africa Right frontal-left occipital? Not preserved
SK 1585 Paranthropus robustus 1.5 Ma South Africa Left occipital Absent
KNM-ER 1813 Homo habilis 1.8–1.9 Ma East Africa ?* Nascent?
KNM-ER 1470 Homo rudolfensis 1.8–1.9 Ma East Africa Pronounced right frontal-left occipital Present
Any Subsequent Homo from 1.8 Ma Africa, Eurasia Pronounced right frontal-left occipital** Present
Sources: Holloway and de la Coste-Lareymondie (1982); Holloway et al. (2004), Falk (2007), Grimaud-Hervé and Lordkipanidze (2010), Carlson et al. (2011), and Balzeau
et al. (2012).
*Not scored consistently throughout the literature.
**Most common pattern.
being sampled, from the neonate of Mezmaiskaya to the“old man”
of La Chapelle-aux-Saints.
The endocranial volume of a juvenile fossil can be compared
to the endocranial volume of humans and apes of the same age
in absolute terms, as a proportion of the estimated adult brain
size, or as a proportion of the estimated neonatal brain size (Zol-
likofer and Ponce de León, 2010). For a fossil hominin species,
estimated adult brain size is calculated as the average of the
endocranial volumes of the conspeciﬁc adult specimens of the
same sex. Estimated neonatal brain size is predicted from the
regression of adult brain size versus neonate brain size in extant
anthropoids (DeSilva and Lesnik, 2008). These three modes of
comparison (absolute brain size, percentage of adult brain size,
percentage of neonate brain size) may lead to different con-
clusions (Figure 2). Absolute brain growth curve and growth
trajectory expressed as a percentage of neonatal brain size prove
to be more discriminatory and reveal whether a species experi-
ences a brain growth spurt or not, independently from adult brain
size.
The Dikika endocast has the expected volume for a chimpanzee
of the same age. The average estimated endocranial volume for
adult female A. afarensis is 375–425 cc (Alemseged et al., 2006).
The endocranial volume of theDikika child expressed as a percent-
age of this expected adult endocranial volume is in the overlapping
ranges of chimpanzees, gorillas, and humans. As a proportion of
its estimated neonatal brain size, the Dikika endocast falls within
the variability range of chimpanzees (Zollikofer and Ponce de
León, 2013). The Taung child is within the chimpanzee range of
variation concerning the percentage of adult endocranial volume
and neonatal endocranial volume (Zollikofer and Ponce de León,
2013). However, its absolute endocranial volume is slightly greater
than expected for a chimpanzee of similar age (Zollikofer and
Ponce de León, 2013). Estimates of australopith neonate brain
size are slightly larger than for chimpanzees (180 cc versus 150
cc; DeSilva and Lesnik, 2008), implying that chimpanzees and
australopiths displayed different prenatal growths. The partially
fused metopic suture observed in the Taung endocast highlights
this potential difference with chimpanzees (Falk et al., 2012). The
Taung metopic suture may be correlated with an enlarged neonate
brain size, rapid early post-natal brain growth, and squaring-off
of the frontal lobes.
With H. erectus, the ontogenetic trajectory approaches the
one for modern humans. The Mojokerto child has an estimated
endocranial volume which falls at the lower end of the modern
human range (Zollikofer and Ponce de León, 2013). The average
adult endocranial volume in H. erectus is lower than in mod-
ern humans; consequently, the Mojokerto child has reached a
high proportion of its expected adult brain size as is the case in
chimpanzees (Figure 2A), which led Coqueugniot and colleagues
(2004) to the conclusion that the growth pattern of H. erectus was
similar to that of chimpanzees. However, the estimated neonatal
brain size of H. erectus is clearly larger than that of chimpanzees,
probably about twice as large (Leigh, 2006; DeSilva and Lesnik,
2008; Zollikofer and Ponce de León, 2013). When expressed as a
percentage of the estimated neonatal endocranial volume, which
yields better discrimination among taxa (Zollikofer and Ponce de
León, 2010), the Mojokerto child falls well within the modern
human range and out of the chimpanzee range (Figure 2B). From
this, it appears thatH. erectus experienced an early post-natal brain
growth spurt, although for a shorter period than modern humans,
which led to smaller adult brain sizes.
As evidenced by the Mezmaiskaya specimen, the neonate
endocranial volume in Neanderthals was similar to modern
humans, around 400 cc (Hüppi et al., 1998; Ponce de León et al.,
2008; but see Coqueugniot and Hublin, 2012). The pattern of
brain growth as a proportion of adult endocranial volume is
similar in H. neanderthalensis and modern humans. As H. nean-
derthalensis reach a higher adult endocranial volume than modern
humans, they express differences in absolute brain growth and in
the pattern of brain growth as a percentage of neonate endocranial
volume. Higher values are reached because of a more sustained
post-natal brain growth spurt. The growth pattern of H. nean-
derthalensis may indeed be similar to that for ancient fossil H.
sapiens, as a decrease in brain size has been reported in mod-
ern humans since about 0.03 Ma (Henneberg, 1998). While H.
neanderthalensis and H. sapiens have similar endocranial shapes
at birth (Gunz et al., 2012; but see Ponce de León et al., 2008;
Zollikofer and Ponce de León, 2013), their adult endocasts have
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FIGURE 2 | Endocranial growth trajectories as a proportion of adult
endocranial volume (A) and neonatal endocranial volume (B). Red
areas represent modern human growth trajectories (mean ± 1 standard
deviation). Blue areas represent growth trajectories for chimpanzees
(mean ± 1 standard deviation). Purple areas represent overlap between
human and chimpanzee growth trajectories. Black dot: Homo erectus
(Mojokerto) infant dated at 1.8 Ma (average values for estimated age,
expected adult endocranial volume, and predicted neonatal endocranial
volume). As a percentage of its expected adult endocranial volume, the
Homo erectus child follows a growth trajectory similar to chimpanzees,
while as a percentage of its predicted neonatal endocranial volume, he falls
within the modern human range of variation. This particular pattern
accounts for the lower endocranial volume of Homo erectus compared to
modern humans (high percentage of adult endocranial volume reached
early in ontogeny), associated with an early postnatal brain growth spurt.
Adapted from Zollikofer and Ponce de León (2010).
different shapes, and a recent study suggested differences in their
brain organization (Pearce et al., 2013). Each species appears to
reach similar brain size via distinct developmental pathways: the
globularization phase occurring during the brain growth spurt is
an autapomorphy (uniquely derived character state) of H. sapi-
ens absent in Neanderthals (Lieberman et al., 2002; Gunz et al.,
2012), which retain a similar developmental pattern to H. erectus
(Bruner et al., 2003; but see also Ponce de León et al., 2013 for pat-
terns present in great apes). Overall, the fossil record of juvenile
endocasts suggests that the modern human brain growth pattern
became established gradually from about 2 Ma in genus Homo
(growth spurt), or even already in australopiths between 2 and
3 Ma (larger neonatal brain size). Conversely, the globularization
phase typical of modern human brain development has so far not
been established in the archaic Homo.
As discussed earlier, human cerebral hemispheres are highly
specialized for different types of information processing (Gaz-
zaniga, 2000), and this functional lateralization has its structural
correlates at a gross level. Petalias, the differential expansion of
one of the frontal or occipital lobe compared to its contralateral
homologous, leave an impression and can be traced on the inner
surface of the cranium. Fronto-occipital petalias occur together
with a distortion of the midsagittal plane known as Yakovlevian
torque, in which right frontal and left occipital lobe protrude
across the midline, changing the position of the interhemispheric
ﬁssure (Toga and Thompson, 2003). Most pre-adolescent humans
are characterized by a left frontal-right occipital petalial pat-
tern (Ventrice, 2011), which reverses at adolescence, so that the
most widespread adult human pattern is an association of a
right frontal petalia and left occipital petalia (LeMay, 1976), in
correlation with right-handedness (Galaburda et al., 1978). This
pattern is also dominant in great apes, but to a lesser degree
(Balzeau and Gilissen, 2010; Balzeau et al., 2012). No australo-
pith petalial pattern approaches the pronounced right frontal-left
occipital petalias observed inmodern humans. Suchmarked petal-
ias appear in early Homo around 1.8–1.9 Ma ago (Table 1). Taken
together, the insights from the fossil endocasts suggest that struc-
tural lateralization typical of our species ﬁrst appeared with the
emergence of the earliest Homo. The petalias observed in fossil
Homo may reﬂect the emphasis on preferential processing of cer-
tain tasks in one hemisphere over another, supporting the view
that cerebra of the early members of our genus, in addition to
an increase in size, were characterized by changes in organiza-
tion and in the patterns of information processing compared to
australopiths.
CHALLENGES FOR THE FUTURE
Bringing together information on the structure of the human
brain, its evolution, and development from endocasts through
neural systems, neuronal morphology, and epigenetic control of
cortical development is amultistep task. It involves the study of the
relationship between endocranial morphology and gross external
neuroanatomy (Figure 3), as well as the relationship between gross
external neuroanatomy and microanatomy (Figure 1). This task
also goes beyond developmental inﬂuences on the establishment
of adult morphology and encompasses instead the full spectrum
of the human condition, including aging, cortical modiﬁcations in
cognitive and neurodegenerative disorders, and comparison with
closely related species. With respect to the fossil record, analy-
ses of endocast to brain relationships remain scarce (Connolly,
1950; Fournier et al., 2011; Ventrice, 2011). From a methodolog-
ical point of view, more of such studies are needed, as they
are crucial in forming inferences about brain anatomy of fossil
hominids based from the imprints they left on the endocranium.
Notably in the context of brain aging the brain tissue shrinks
from adolescence onward in humans, while the volume occupied
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FIGURE 3 | MRI techniques used to study the brains of chimpanzees
(Semendeferi et al., 2002), can now investigate the relationship between
the brain and the endocast as shown here. Brain is beige; endocast is
brown; exocranium is white. Top row: exocranium (left) and endocast (middle)
are shown transparent. Bottom row: MRI slices reveal internal structures of
the brain, meninges, and bone.
by cerebrospinal ﬂuid and ventricles increases (Courchesne et al.,
2000;Wanifuchi et al., 2002; Resnick et al., 2003; Scahill et al., 2003;
Kruggel, 2006; Sherwood et al., 2011; Ventrice, 2011). Endocra-
nial volume reaches a plateau at brain growth completion and,
contrary to the brain, it is not signiﬁcantly modiﬁed with aging
(Courchesne et al., 2000; Scahill et al., 2003; Kruggel, 2006; but see
Royle et al., 2013). It is reasonable to assume that neural tissue
shrinkage within the solid, non-shrinking neurocranium, results
in an increased gap between the brain and its case, ﬁlled with
cerebrospinal ﬂuid. This increase in the distance between the pial
and endocranial surface with aging may explain why the endocra-
nial impressions left by the growing brain become smoother in
aging human individuals (Connolly, 1950; Grgurevic´ et al., 2004;
Zollikofer and Ponce de León, 2013). In addition, aged brain
shrinkage is accompanied by a thickening of the inner cranial table
(Royle et al., 2013), likely resulting in the osteoblastic ﬁlling of the
endocranial gyral impressions (Tobias, 2006). The brain does not
shrink signiﬁcantly in aging chimpanzees (Sherwood et al., 2011)
or in rhesus monkeys (Herndon et al., 1998), except in the most
geriatric specimens (Herndon et al., 1999; Shamy et al., 2011). The
smoothing of endocranial imprints from young adulthood in apes
(Connolly, 1950) is more likely due to the continued expansion of
the endocranial cavity after the completion of brain growth (Zol-
likofer and Ponce de León, 2013). The increased magnitude of
brain shrinkage in humans may be a consequence of an extended
lifespan (Sherwood et al., 2011) as increased longevity is a recent
acquisition of modern humans (Caspari and Lee, 2004; Trinkaus,
2011). In this context, a study of the correlation between the level
of endocranial gyral and sulcal details and age across hominin
species would enable us to assess whether brain shrinkage only
occurs in modern humans, or also happened in extinct human
species with shorter lifespans.
Beyond endocasts, the study of the relationship between gross
external neuroanatomy and microanatomy of the brain tissue is
of special importance to the ﬁeld of human neuroscience as a
whole (e.g., Amunts et al., 1999; Schenker et al., 2010; Annese,
2012; Yang et al., 2012), and we expect that as such information
becomes increasingly available, it will also assist in the meaningful
interpretation of hominin endocasts in the years to come. Bridging
different levels of analysis is a challenge and one good example
of the types of complexities involved is provided by attempts to
reconstruct the evolution of Broca’s area.
Broca’s area is deﬁned cytoarchitectonically as the combination
of Brodmann’s areas (BA) 44 and 45. Macroanatomically, Broca’s
area roughly corresponds to a region in the inferior frontal lobe
including the pars opercularis and the pars triangularis, bounded
by speciﬁc sulci. However, the correspondence between sulcal pat-
tern and cytoarchitectonic areas is loose in humans (Amunts et al.,
1999). Broca’s area is larger on the left hemisphere than its con-
tralateral homologous area in modern humans, according to both
macroanatomical MRI-based studies (Foundas et al., 1998) and
histological analyses (Uylings et al., 2006). These asymmetries are
reﬂected in human endocasts, and lateralizations in the anterior
language area were traditionally scored based on the appearance of
Broca’s cap, i.e., the lateral and inferior bulging on the third infe-
rior frontal convolution on the left hemisphere which corresponds
to the anterior portions of Broca’s area (BA 45 and BA 47; Falk,
1987; Holloway et al., 2004). The presence of the asymmetries is
typically determined by comparing the measurements for width
of the left and the right frontal lobe measured at the level of the
cap. Even subtle differences in the measurements, coupled with
qualitative observations, are indicative of differences in the extent
of Broca’s cap between the hemispheres (e.g., Broadﬁeld et al.,
2001). Broca’s cap appears in early Homo around 1.8–1.9 Ma ago
(Table 1) and great ape and australopith endocasts do not have
a Broca’s cap as modern humans do (Falk, 1987). Even though
Broca’s cap is absent in apes, an MRI-based quantiﬁcation of the
macroanatomical features of Broca’s area homolog in African ape
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brains shows a signiﬁcant leftward asymmetry based on ape typ-
ical sulcal patterns for the inferior frontal lobe (Cantalupo and
Hopkins, 2001; but see also Sherwood et al., 2003b). At the same
time, even thoughBroca’s area can be cytoarchitectonically deﬁned
in both humans and chimpanzees (Schenker et al., 2008), cytoar-
chitectonic asymmetry appears to be uniquely human (Schenker
et al., 2010), suggesting that the insights gained from the three
levels of evidence – endocasts, soft tissue analyses, and cytoarchi-
tectonics – are still in need of better integration. Future studies
should investigate possible asymmetries in the morphology of
pyramidal neurons between the two hemispheres in additional
species in primates, and ultimately asymmetric expression of
genes. As discussed previously (Scheibel et al., 1985), the differ-
ences in dendritic morphology of pyramidal neurons between
two hemispheres are often subtle and it remains to be seen
whether morphological analysis of neurons in other hominids
will shed additional light at the discrepancy between macroscopic
(Cantalupo and Hopkins, 2001) and cytoarchitectonic (Schenker
et al., 2010) ﬁndings. Moreover, a major challenge will be to dis-
entangle the functional attributes of these different structural
levels. Finally, a comprehensive understanding of Broca’s area
structure and function also needs increased sample sizes, bound-
aries of regions of interest consistently deﬁned across levels to
allow comparisons among different studies, and developmental
insights.
Reconstructing the evolutionary emergence of the neurobi-
ological phenotype that underlies the unique human cognitive
and behavioral specializations in development and adulthood is a
multistep, multiﬁeld endeavor that requires contributions from
molecular, neuroanatomical, and paleontological perspectives.
Although some of our focus here has been on neocortical pyrami-
dal neurons, we attempted to demonstrate how the insights gained
fromdifferent ﬁelds can be combined to construct an evolutionary
history of the human brain at several levels.We focused speciﬁcally
on three aspects of human brain anatomy – asymmetries, develop-
ment, and age-related changes – as those provide a fertile ground
for combining different perspectives in creating testable scenarios
about human brain evolution. Compared to other primates, the
human brain displays speciﬁcities in the morphology of excitatory
neurons in the neocortex, differences in macroscopic organiza-
tion, unique patterns of post-natal development, and responds
to the same environmental inﬂuences differently compared to the
brains of other mammals. All of these features may have been
facilitated by an expanded period for establishing cortical cir-
cuitry in humans. At the same time, rapid modiﬁcations can be
achieved throughout lifetime, thus providing a neural substrate
for behavioral and cognitive capacities unique to our species.
Over recent decades, the number of fossil specimens has greatly
expanded, and so has our knowledge of the genetic and molecu-
lar variations across primates. Long-term studies in the ﬁeld have
yielded additional insights into behavioral variations, adaptations,
and cognitive potentials of non-human primates. The analyses
of post-mortem brain material have begun to examine variation
across primates – including the great apes – focusing on the orga-
nization of the brain typical of each species in the context of its
behavioral, ecological, and cognitive adaptations. To understand
the evolutionary history of the human brain, human behavioral
speciﬁcities and the neural circuitry enabling their appearance
must be placed within the larger context of similar behaviors and
structures in other primates. At the same time, these characteristics
must also be placed within the context of other human adapta-
tions, exempliﬁed by social and cognitive aspects unique to our
species. While it is challenging to fully integrate the three lines
of evidence discussed in this paper into a comprehensive analysis
of human brain evolution, we hope to have opened a discussion
across disciplines and to have provided opportunities for further
studies surpassing the limitations of each individual ﬁeld.
ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
Rita L. Atkinson Graduate Fellowship, University of California
San Diego (Branka Hrvoj-Mihic), Fyssen Foundation (Thibault
Bienvenu), California Institute for Regenerative Medicine (CIRM)
TR2-01814, the National Institutes of Health through the NIH
Director’s New Innovator Award Program 1-DP2-OD006495-01,
P01 NICHD033113, R01 NH094753-02, and 1R21MH093954-
01A1 (Alysson R. Muotri), the Kavli Institute for Brain and
Mind, University of California San Diego and NIH grant
P01NICHD033113 (Katerina Semendeferi).
REFERENCES
Abrous, D. N., Koehl, M., and Le Moal,
M. (2005). Adult neurogenesis: from
precursors to network and physiol-
ogy. Physiol. Rev. 85, 523–569. doi:
10.1152/physrev.00055.2003
Alemseged, Z., Spoor, F., Kimbel,
W. H., Bobe, R., Geraads, D.,
Reed, D., et al. (2006). A juvenile
early hominin skeleton from Dikika,
Ethiopia. Nature 443, 296–301. doi:
10.1038/nature05047
Alexander, R. D. (1989). “Evolution of
the human psyche,” in The Human
Revolution, eds P. Mellars and C.
Stringer (Princeton: Princeton Uni-
versity Press), 455–513.
Amunts, K., Schleicher, A., Bürgel,
U., Mohlberg, H., Uylings, H.
B. M., and Zilles, K. (1999).
Broca’s region revisited: cytoar-
chitecture and intersubject
variability. J. Comp. Neurol. 412,
319–341. doi: 10.1002/(SICI)1096-
9861(19990920)412:2<319::AID-
CNE10>3.0.CO;2-7
Annese, J. (2012). The importance
of combining MRI and large-scale
digital histology in neuroimaging
studies of brain connectivity
and disease. Front. Neuroinform.
6:13. doi: 10.3389/fninf.2012.
00013
Balzeau, A., and Gilissen, E. (2010).
Endocranial shape asymmetries in
Pan paniscus, Pan troglodytes and
Gorilla gorilla assessed via skull
based landmark analysis. J. Hum.
Evol. 59, 54–69. doi: 10.1016/
j.jhevol.2010.03.013
Balzeau, A., Gilissen, E., and
Grimaud-Hervé, D. (2012). Shared
pattern of endocranial shape
asymmetries among great apes,
anatomically modern humans,
and fossil hominins. PLoS ONE
7:e29581. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.
0029581
Bar-Yosef, O. (2002). The Upper Pale-
olithic revolution.Annu. Rev. Anthro-
pol. 31, 363–393. doi: 10.1146/
annurev.anthro.31.040402.085416
Barbas, H. (1995). Anatomic basis of
cognitive-emotional interactions in
the primate prefrontal cortex. Neu-
rosci. Biobehav. Rev. 19, 499–510. doi:
10.1016/0149-7634(94)00053-4
Barbas, H., Zikopoulos, B., and Tim-
bie, C. (2011). Sensory pathways
and emotional context for action in
primate prefrontal cortex. Biol. Psy-
chiatry 69, 1133.
Barger, N., Stefanacci, L., Schumann,
C., Annese, J., Sherwood, C., Allman,
J., et al. (2012). Neuronal popula-
tions in the basolateral nuclei of the
amygdala are differentially increased
in humans compared to apes: a
stereological study. J. Comp. Neurol.
520, 3035–3054. doi: 10.1002/cne.
23118
Barger, N., Stefanacci, L., and Semende-
feri, K. (2007). A comparative vol-
umetric analysis of the amygdaloid
complex and basolateral division in
the human and ape brain. Am. J.
Phys. Anthropol. 134, 392–4043. doi:
10.1002/ajpa.20684
Barton, R. A., and Harvey, P. H. (2000).
Mosaic evolution of brain structure
Frontiers in Human Neuroscience www.frontiersin.org October 2013 | Volume 7 | Article 707 | 13
“fnhum-07-00707” — 2013/10/30 — 11:59 — page 14 — #14
Hrvoj-Mihic et al. Evolution of plasticity in the human brain
in mammals. Nature 405, 1055–1058.
doi: 10.1038/35016580
Bastir, M., Rosas, A., and Kuroe,
K. (2004). Petrosal orientation and
mandibular ramus breadth: evi-
dence for an integrated petroso-
mandibular developmental unit. Am.
J. Phys. Anthropol. 123, 340–350. doi:
10.1002/ajpa.10313
Bianchi, S., Stimpson, C. D., Bauern-
feind, A. L., Schapiro, S. J., Baze, W.
B., McArthur, M. J., et al. (2012).
Dendritic morphology of pyramidal
neurons in the chimpanzee neocor-
tex: regional specializations and com-
parison to humans. Cereb. Cortex
23, 2429–2436. doi: 10.1093/cer-
cor/bhs239.
Bienvenu, T., Falk, D., Semendeferi,
K., Guy, F., Zollikofer, C., Ponce
de León, M., et al. (2013). The
endocast of Sahelanthropus tchaden-
sis, the earliest knownhominid (7Ma,
Chad). Abstract 82nd AAPA Meeting,
Knoxville, TN.
Bock, J., Gruss, M., Becker, S., and
BraunK. (2005). Experience-induced
changes of dendritic spine densities
in the prefrontal and sensory cortex:
correlation with developmental time
windows. Cereb. Cortex 15, 802–808.
doi: 10.1093/cercor/bhh181
Bogin, B. (1997). Evolutionary
hypotheses for human child-
hood. Am. J. Phys. Anthropol. 40,
63–89. doi: 10.1002/(SICI)1096-
8644(1997)25+<63::AID-AJPA3>3.
0.CO;2-8
Bogin, B., and Smith, B. H. (1996).
Evolution of the human life
cycle. Am. J. Hum. Biol. 8,
703–716. doi: 10.1002/(SICI)1520-
6300(1996)8:6<703::AID-AJHB2>3.
0.CO;2-U
Bourgeois, J. P. (1997). Synaptoge-
nesis, heterochrony and epigenesis
in the mammalian neocortex. Acta
Pediatr. Suppl. 422, 27–33. doi:
10.1111/j.1651-2227.1997.tb18340.x
Bourgeois , J. P. (2001). “Synaptogenesis
in the neocortex of the newborn: the
ultimate frontier for individuation?”
in Handbook of developmental cogni-
tive neuroscience, eds C. Nelson and
M. Luciana (Cambridge, MA: MIT
Press), 23–34.
Bourgeois, J. P., Goldman-Rakic, P. S.,
and Rakic, P. (1994). Synaptogene-
sis in the prefrontal cortex of rhesus
monkeys. Cereb. Cortex 4, 78–96. doi:
10.1093/cercor/4.1.78
Bourgeois, J. P, Jastreboff, P. J., and
Rakic P. (1989). Synaptogenesis in
visual cortex of normal and preterm
monkeys: evidence for intrinsic reg-
ulation of synaptic overproduction.
Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 86, 4297–
4301. doi: 10.1073/pnas.86.11.4297
Braak, H., and Braak, E. (1983). Neu-
ronal types in the basolateral amyg-
daloid nuclei of man. Brain Res.
Bull. 11, 349–365. doi: 10.1016/0361-
9230(83)90171-5
Broadﬁeld, D. C., Holloway, R. L.,
Mowbray, K., Silvers, A., Yuan, M.
S., and Màrquez, S. (2001). Endo-
cast of Sambungmacan 3 (Sm 3):
a new Homo erectus from Indone-
sia. Anat. Rec. 262, 369–379. doi:
10.1002/ar.1047
Brown, K. S., Marean, C. W., Jacobs, Z.,
Schoville, B. J., Oestmo, S., Fisher,
E. C., et al. (2012). An early and
enduring advanced technology orig-
inating 71,000 years ago in South
Africa. Nature 491, 590–593. doi:
10.1038/nature11660
Bruner, E. (2003). Fossil traces of the
human thought: paleoneurology and
the evolution of the genus Homo. J.
Anthropol. Sci. 81, 29–56.
Bruner, E. (2004). Geometric morpho-
metrics and paleoneurology: brain
shape evolution in the genus Homo.
J. Hum. Evol. 47, 279–303. doi:
10.1016/j.jhevol.2004.03.009
Bruner, E., Manzi, G., and Arsuaga, J. L.
(2003). Encephalization and allomet-
ric trajectories in the genus Homo:
evidence from the Neandertal and
modern lineages. Proc. Natl. Acad.
Sci. U.S.A. 100, 15335–15340. doi:
10.1073/pnas.2536671100
Brunet, M., Guy, F., Pilbeam,
D., Mackaye, H. T., Likius, A.,
Ahounta, D., et al. (2002). A new
hominid from the Upper Miocene
of Chad, Central Africa. Nature
418, 145–151. doi: 10.1038/nature
00879
Bryan, G. K., and Riesen, A. H.
(1989). Deprived somatosensory-
motor experience in stumptailed
monkey neocortex: dendritic spine
density and dendritic branching
of layer IIIb pyramidal cells. J.
Comp. Neurol. 286, 208–217. doi:
10.1002/cne.902860206
Cáceres, M., Lachuer, J., Zapala, M.
A., Redmond, J. C., Kudo, L.,
Geschwind, D. H., et al. (2003).
Elevated gene expression levels dis-
tinguish human from non-human
primate brains. Proc. Natl. Acad.
Sci. U.S.A. 100, 13030–13035. doi:
10.1073/pnas.2135499100
Cantalupo, C., and Hopkins, W. D.
(2001). Asymmetric Broca’s area in
great apes. Nature 414, 505. doi:
10.1038/35107134
Carlson, K. J., Stout, D., Jashashvili,
T., De Ruiter, D. J., Tafforeau, P.,
Carlson, K., et al. (2011). The endo-
cast of MH1, Australopithecus sed-
iba. Science 333, 1402–1407. doi:
10.1126/science.1203922
Caspari, R., and Lee, S.-H. (2004).
Older age becomes common late in
human evolution. Proc. Natl. Acad.
Sci. U.S.A. 101, 10895–10900. doi:
10.1073/pnas.0402857101
Cerqueira, J. J., Taipa, R., Uylings,
H. B. M., Almeida, O. F. X., and
Sousa, N. (2007). Speciﬁc conﬁgu-
ration of dendritic degeneration in
pyramidal neurons of the medial pre-
frontal cortex induced by differing
corticosteroid regimens. Cereb. Cor-
tex 17, 1998–2006. doi: 10.1093/
cercor/bhl108
Chareyron, L. J., Lavenex, P. B., Ama-
ral, D. G., and Lavenex, P. (2012).
Postnatal development of the amyg-
dala: a stereological study inmacaque
monkeys. J. Comp. Neurol. 520, 1965–
1984. doi: 10.1002/cne.23023
Chi, J. G., Dooling, E. C., and Gilles, F.
H. (1977a). Gyral development of the
human brain. Ann. Neurol. 1, 86–93.
Chi, J. G., Dooling, E. C., and Gilles,
F. H. (1977b). Left-right asymme-
tries of the temporal speech areas of
the human fetus. Arch. Neurol. 34,
346–348.
Chou, H. H., Hayakawa, T., Diaz, S.,
Krings, M., Indriati, E., Leakey, M.,
et al. (2002). Inactivation of CMP-
N-acetylneuraminic acid hydroxylase
occurred prior to brain expansion
during human evolution. Proc. Natl.
Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 99, 11736–11741.
doi: 10.1073/pnas.182257399
Clugnet, M. C., and LeDoux, J.
E. (1990). Synaptic plasticity in
fear conditioning circuits: induction
of LTP in the lateral nucleus of
the amygdala by stimulation of the
medial geniculate body. J. Neurosci.
10, 2818–2824.
Connolly, C. J. (1950). External Mor-
phology of the Primate Brain. Spring-
ﬁeld: Charles C. Thomas.
Coqueugniot, H., and Hublin, J.-J.
(2012). Age-related changes of digital
endocranial volume during human
ontogeny: results from an osteo-
logical reference collection. Am. J.
Phys. Anthropol. 147, 312–318. doi:
10.1002/ajpa.21655
Coqueugniot, H., Hublin, J.-J., Veil-
lon, F., Houët, F., and Jacob, T.
(2004). Early brain growth in Homo
erectus and implications for cogni-
tive ability. Nature 431, 299–302. doi:
10.1038/nature02852
Courchesne, E., Chisum, H. J.,
Townsend, J., Cowles, A., Covington,
J., Egaas, B., et al. (2000). Normal
brain development and aging: quan-
titative analysis at in vivoMR imaging
in healthy volunteers. Radiology 216,
672–682.
Cupp, C. J., and Uemura, E. (1980).
Age-related changes inprefrontal cor-
tex of Macaca mulatta: quantitative
analysis of dendritic branching pat-
terns. Exp. Neurol. 69, 143–163. doi:
10.1016/0014-4886(80)90150-8
Dart, R. A. (1925). Australopithecus
africanus: the man-ape of South
Africa. Nature 115, 195–199. doi:
10.1038/115195a0
DeFelipe, J., Alonso-Nanclares, L., and
Arellano, J. I. (2002). Microstruc-
ture of the neocortex: comparative
aspects. J. Neurocytol. 31, 299–316.
doi: 10.1023/A:1024130211265
DeFelipe, J., and Fariñas, I. (1992).
The pyramidal neuron of the cerebral
cortex: morphological and chemical
characteristics of the synaptic inputs.
Prog. Neurobiol. 39, 563–607. doi:
10.1016/0301-0082(92)90015-7
DeFelipe, J., López-Cruz, P. L.,
Benavides-Piccione, R., Bielza, C.,
Larrañaga, P., Anderson, S., et al.
(2013). New insights into the clas-
siﬁcation and nomenclature of cor-
tical GABAergic interneurons. Nat.
Rev. Neurosci. 14, 202–216. doi:
10.1038/nrn3444
DeSilva, J. M., and Lesnik, J. J. (2008).
Brain size at birth throughout human
evolution: a new method for estimat-
ing neonatal brain size in hominins.
J. Hum. Evol. 55, 1064–1074. doi:
10.1016/j.jhevol.2008.07.008
Di Virgilio, G., and Clarke, S.
(1997). Direct interhemispheric
visual input to human speech
areas. Hum. Brain Mapp. 5,
347–354. doi: 10.1002/(SICI)1097-
0193(1997)5:5<347::AID-HBM3>3.
0.CO;2-3
Dorus, S., Vallender, E. J., Evans,
P. D., Anderson, J. R., Gilbert S.
L., Mahowald, M., et al. (2004).
Accelerated evolution of nervous sys-
tem genes in the origin of Homo
sapiens. Cell 119, 1027–1040. doi:
10.1016/j.cell.2004.11.040
Durrleman, S., Pennec, X., Trouvé,
A., Ayache, N., and Braga, J.
(2012). Comparison of the endocra-
nial ontogenies between chimpanzees
and bonobos via temporal regres-
sion and spatiotemporal registra-
tion. J. Hum. Evol. 62, 74–88. doi:
10.1016/j.jhevol.2011.10.004
Elston, G. N. (2000). Pyramidal cells of
the frontal lobe: all the more spinous
to think with. J. Neurosci. 20, RC95.
Elston, G. N. (2003). Cortex, cogni-
tion and the cell: new insights into
the pyramidal neuron and prefrontal
function. Cereb. Cortex 13, 1124–
1138. doi: 10.1093/cercor/bhg093
Elston, G. N. (2007). “Specialization of
the neocortical pyramidal cell during
primate evolution,” in The Evolution
of Nervous Systems, Vol. 4, The Evolu-
tion of PrimateNervous Systems, edsT.
Frontiers in Human Neuroscience www.frontiersin.org October 2013 | Volume 7 | Article 707 | 14
“fnhum-07-00707” — 2013/10/30 — 11:59 — page 15 — #15
Hrvoj-Mihic et al. Evolution of plasticity in the human brain
M. Preuss and J. H. Kaas (New York:
Elsevier), 191–242.
Elston, G. N., Benavides-Piccione, R.,
Elston, A., Zietsch, B., DeFelipe J.,
Manger, P., et al. (2006). Specializa-
tions of the granular prefrontal cortex
of primates: implications for cogni-
tive processing. Anat. Rec. A. Discov.
Mol. Cell. Evol. Biol. 288, 26–35. doi:
10.1002/ar.a.20278
Elston, G. N., Oga, T., and Fujita,
I. (2009). Spinogenesis and prun-
ing scales across functional hierar-
chies. J. Neurosci. 29, 3271–3275. doi:
10.1523/JNEUROSCI.5216-08.2009
Emery, N. J., Capitanio, J. P., Mason, W.
A., Machado, C. J., Mendoza, S. P.,
and Amaral, D. G. (2001). The effects
of bilateral lesions of the amyg-
dala on dyadic social interactions in
rhesus monkeys (Macaca mulatta).
Behav. Neurosci. 115, 515–544. doi:
10.1037/0735-7044.115.3.515
Enard, W., Khaitovich, P., Klose, J.,
Zöllner, S., Heissig, F., Giavalisco, P.,
et al. (2002). Intra- and interspeciﬁc
variation in primate gene expression
patterns. Science 296, 340–343. doi:
10.1126/science.1068996
Falk, D. (1987). Brain lateralization
in primates and its evolution in
hominids. Am. J. Phys. Anthro-
pol. 30, 107–125. doi: 10.1002/ajpa.
1330300508
Falk, D. (2007). “Evolution of the pri-
mate brain,” in Handbook of Pale-
oanthropology, eds W. Henke and I.
Tattersall (Berlin: Springer), 1133–
1162.
Falk, D. (2012). “Hominin paleoneurol-
ogy: where are we now?” in Evolution
of the Primate Brain: from Neuron to
Behavior, eds M. A. Hofman and D.
Falk (Oxford: Elsevier), 255–272.
Falk, D., Redmond, J. C. J., Guyer, J.,
Conroy, G. C., Recheis, W., Weber, G.
W., et al. (2000). Early hominid brain
evolution: a new look at old endo-
casts. J. Hum. Evol. 38, 695–717. doi:
10.1006/jhev.1999.0378
Falk, D., Zollikofer, C. P. E., Morimoto,
N., and Ponce de León, M. S. (2012).
Metopic suture of Taung (Australop-
ithecus africanus) and its implications
for hominin brain evolution. Proc.
Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 109, 8467–
8470. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1119752109
Finlay, B. L., and Darlington, R. B.
(1995). Linked regularities in the
development and evolution of mam-
malian brains. Science 268, 1578–
1584. doi: 10.1126/science.7777856
Flinn, M. V. (2005). “Culture and
developmental plasticity; evolution
of the social brain,” in Evolutionary
Perspectives on Human Develop-
ment, 2nd Edn, eds R L. Burgess
and K. MacDonald (Thousand
Oaks, CA: Sage Publications), 73–
98.
Foundas, A. L., Eure, K. F., Luevano,
L. F., and Weinberger, D. R. (1998).
MRI asymmetries of Broca’s area: the
pars triangularis and pars opercu-
laris. Brain Lang. 64, 282–296. doi:
10.1006/brln.1998.1974
Fournier, M., Combès, B., Roberts, N.,
Braga, J., and Prima, S. (2011). “Map-
ping the distance between the brain
and the inner surface of the skull
and their global asymmetries,” in
Proceedings SPIE 7962, Medical Imag-
ing 2011: Image Processing, 79620Y.
Lake Buena Vista. doi: 10.1117/12.
876795.
Galaburda, A. M., LeMay, M., Kem-
per, T. L., and Geschwind, N.
(1978). Right-left asymmetries in the
brain. Science 199, 852–856. doi:
10.1126/science.341314
Gazzaniga, M. S. (2000). Cerebral
specialization and interhemispheric
communication. Brain 123, 1293–
1326. doi: 10.1093/brain/123.7.1293
Gazzaniga, M. S., Nass, R. Reeves, A.,
and Roberts, D. (1984). Neurologic
perspectives on right hemisphere lan-
guage following surgical section of
the corpus callosum. Semin. Neu-
rol. 4, 126–135. doi: 10.1055/s-2008-
1041542
Geary, D. C. (2005). “Evolution and
cognitive development,” in Evo-
lutionary Perspectives on Human
Development 2nd Edn, eds R L.
Burgess and K. MacDonald (Thou-
sand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications),
99–134.
Geschwind, N. (1978). Anatomical
asymmetry as the basis for cerebral
dominance. Fed. Proc. 37, 2263–
2266.
Geschwind, N., and Galaburda, A.
M. (1985). Cerebral lateralization;
biological mechanisms, associations,
and pathology. Arch. Neurol. 42, 428–
458. doi: 10.1001/archneur.1985.
04060050026008
Geschwind, D. H., and Miller, B. L.
(2001). Molecular approaches to
cerebral laterality; development and
neurodegeneration. Am. J. Med.
Genet. 101, 370–381. doi: 10.1002/
1096-8628(20010715)101:4<370::AI
D-AJMG1223>3.0.CO;2-G
Ghashghaei, H. T., and Barbas, H.
(2002). Pathways for emotion: inter-
actions of prefrontal and anterior
temporal pathways in the amygdala
of the rhesus monkey. Neuroscience
115, 1261–1280. doi: 10.1016/S0306-
4522(02)00446-3
Glantz, L. A., and Lewis, D. A.
(2000). Decreased dendritic spine
density onprefrontal cortical pyrami-
dal neurons in schizophrenia. Arch.
Gen. Psychiatry 57, 65–73. doi:
10.1001/archpsyc.57.1.65
Globus, A., and Scheibel, A. B. (1967).
Synaptic locie on parietal cortical
neurons: terminations of corpus cal-
losum ﬁbers. Science 156, 1127–
1129. doi: 10.1126/science.156.3778.
1127
Goldman-Rakic, P. S. (1987). Develop-
ment of cortical circuitry and cogni-
tive function. Child Dev. 58, 601–622.
doi: 10.2307/1130201
Golovanova, L. V., Hoffecker, J. F.,
Kharitonov,V.M., and Romanova, G.
P. (1999). Mezmaiskaya cave: a Nean-
derthal occupation in the Northern
Caucasus. Curr. Anthropol. 40, 77–86.
doi: 10.1086/515805
Greenough, W. T., Black, J. E., and Wal-
lace, C. S. (1987). Experience and
brain development. Child Dev. 58,
539–559. doi: 10.2307/1130197
Grgurevic´, L., Vinter, I., Jalšovec, D.,
and Krmpotic´-Nemanic´, J. (2004).
The sequence in appearance and dis-
appearance of impressiones gyrorum
cerebri and cerebelli. Coll. Antropol.
28, 849–855.
Grimaud-Hervé, D., and Lord-
kipanidze, D. (2010). “The fossil
hominid’ brain of Dmanisi: D 2280
and D 2282,” in The Human Brain
Evolving: Paleoneurological Studies
in Honor of Ralph L. Holloway, eds
D. Broadﬁeld, M. Yuan, K. Schick
and N. Toth (Gosport, IN: Stone Age
Institute Press), 59–82.
Gunz, P., Neubauer, S., Golovanova, L.,
Doronichev, V., Maureille, B., and
Hublin, J.-J. (2012). A uniquely mod-
ern human pattern of endocranial
development. Insights from a new
cranial reconstruction of the Nean-
dertal newborn from Mezmaiskaya.
J. Hum. Evol. 62, 300–313. doi:
10.1016/j.jhevol.2011.11.013
Gurdjian, E. S. (1928). The cor-
pus striatum of the rat. J.
Comp. Neurol. 45, 249–281. doi:
10.1002/cne.900450110
Hall, E. (1972). The amygdala of the
cat: a Golgi study. Z. Zellforsch.
Mikrosk. Anat. 134, 439–458. doi:
10.1007/BF00307668
Harlow H. F., and Harlow, M. K.
(1969). “Effects of various mother-
infant relationships on rhesus mon-
key behaviors,” in Determinants of
Infant Behavior, Vol. 4, ed. B. M. Foss
(London: Methuen), 15–36.
Hawkes, K. (2006). “Slow life histories
and human evolution,” in The Evo-
lution of Human Life History, eds K.
Hawkes and R. R. Paine (Santa Fe,
NM: School of American Research
Press), 95–126.
Henneberg, M. (1998). Evolution of the
human brain: is bigger better? Clin.
Exp. Pharm. Phys. 25, 745–749. doi:
10.1111/j.1440-1681.1998.tb02289.x
Herbert, M. R., Ziegler, D. A., Deutsch,
C. K., O’Brien, L. M., Kennedy,
D. N., Filipek, P. A., et al. (2005).
Brain asymmetries in autism and
developmental language disorder: a
nested whole-brain analysis. Brain
128, 213–226. doi: 10.1093/brain/
awh330
Herndon, J. G., Tigges, J., Ander-
son, D. C., Klumpp, S. A., and
McClure, H. M. (1999). Brain weight
throughout the life span of the
chimpanzee. J. Comp. Neurol. 409,
567–572. doi: 10.1002/(SICI)1096-
9861(19990712)409:4<567::AID-
CNE4>3.0.CO;2-J
Herndon, J. G., Tigges, J., Klumpp,
S. A., and Anderson, D. C. (1998).
Brain weight does dot decrease with
age in adult rhesus monkeys. Neu-
robiol. Aging 19, 267–272. doi:
10.1016/S0197-4580(98)00054-2
Hill, K., Barton, M., and Hurtado,
A. M. (2009). The emergence
of human uniqueness: characters
underlying behavioral modernity.
Evol. Anthropol. 18, 187–200. doi:
10.1002/evan.20224
Hiraiwa, M. (1981). Maternal and
alloparental care in a troop
of free-ranging Japanese mon-
keys. Primates 22, 309–329. doi:
10.1007/BF02381573
Hof P., and Sherwood, C. C. (2007).
“The evolution of neuron classes
in the neocortex of mammals,” in
The Evolution of Nervous Systems in
Mammals. Evolution of Nervous Sys-
tems, Vol. 3, eds L. A. Krubitzer
and J. H. Kaas (Oxford: Academic
Press), 113–124. doi: 10.1016/B0-12-
370878-8/00055-0
Holloway, R. L., Broadﬁeld, D. C.,
and Yuan, M. S. (2004). The
Human Fossil Record. Volume Three:
Brain Endocasts – The Paleoneurolog-
ical Evidence. Hoboken, NJ: Wiley-
Liss.
Holloway, R. L., and de la Coste-
Lareymondie, M. C. (1982). Brain
endocast asymmetry in pongids
and hominids: Some prelimi-
nary ﬁndings on the paleontology
of cerebral dominance. Am. J.
Phys. Anthropol. 58, 101–110. doi:
10.1002/ajpa.1330580111
Hrdy, S. B. (2005). “On why it takes a
village: cooperative breeders, infant
needs and the future,” in Evolutionary
perspectives on Human Development,
2nd Edn, eds R L. Burgess and K.
MacDonald (Thousand Oaks, CA:
Sage Publications), 167–189.
Humphrey, T. (1968). The develop-
ment of the human amygdala dur-
ing early embryonic life. J. Comp.
Frontiers in Human Neuroscience www.frontiersin.org October 2013 | Volume 7 | Article 707 | 15
“fnhum-07-00707” — 2013/10/30 — 11:59 — page 16 — #16
Hrvoj-Mihic et al. Evolution of plasticity in the human brain
Neurol. 132, 135–166. doi: 10.1002/
cne.901320108
Hüppi, P. S., Warﬁeld, S., Kikinis,
R., Barnes, P. D., Zientara, G.
P., Jolesz, F. A., et al. (1998).
Quantitative magnetic resonance
imaging of brain development in
premature and mature newborns.
Ann. Neurol. 43, 224–235. doi:
10.1002/ana.410430213
Huttenlocher, P. R., and Dabholkar,
A. S. (1997). Regional differences
in synaptogenesis in human cere-
bral cortex. J. Comp. Neurol. 387,
167–178. doi: 10.1002/(SICI)1096-
9861(19971020)387:2<167::AID-
CNE1>3.0.CO;2-Z
Jacobs, B., Creswell, J., Britt, J. P.,
Ford, K. L., Bogen, J. E., and Zaidel,
E. (2003). Quantitative analysis of
cortical pyramidal neurons after cor-
pus callosotomy. Ann. Neurol. 54,
126–130. doi: 10.1002/ana.10620
Jacobs, B., Driscoll, L., and Schall,
M. (1997). Life-span dendritic and
spine changes in areas 10 and 18
of human cortex: a quantitative
Golgi study. J. Comp. Neurol. 386,
661–680. doi: 10.1002/(SICI)1096-
9861(19971006)386:4<661::AID-
CNE11>3.0.CO;2-N
Jacobs, B, Schall, M., Prather, M.,
Kapler, E., Driscoll, L. Baca, S., et al.
(2001). Regional and spine varia-
tion in human cerebral cortex: a
quantitative Golgi study. Cereb. Cor-
tex 11, 558–571. doi: 10.1093/cer-
cor/11.6.558
Jacobs, B., and Scheibel, A. B. (1993).
A quantitative dendritic analysis of
Wernicke’s area in humans. I. Lifes-
pan changes. J. Comp. Neurol. 327,
83–96. doi: 10.1002/cne.903270107
Jacobs, B., and Scheibel, A. B. (2002).
“Regional dendritic variation in pri-
mate cortical pyramidal cells,” inCor-
tical Areas: Unity and Diversity, eds A.
Schüz and R. Miller (London: Taylor
& Francis), 111–131.
Joseph, R. (1986). Reversal of cerebral
dominance for language and emo-
tion in a corpus callosotomy patient.
J. Neurol. Neurosurg. Psychiatry 49,
628–634. doi: 10.1136/jnnp.49.6.628
Joseph, R. (1999). Environmental inﬂu-
ences on neural plasticity, the limbic
system, emotional development and
attachment: a review. Child Psychi-
atry Hum. Dev. 29, 189–208. doi:
10.1023/A:1022660923605
Kaas J. H. (2000). Why is brain size
so important: design problems and
solutions as neocortex gets bigger or
smaller. Brain Mind 1, 7–23. doi:
10.1023/A:1010028405318
Kaplan, H., Hill, K., Lancaster, J.,
and Hurtado, A. M. (2000). A
theory of human life history
evolution: diet, intelligence, and
longevity. Evol. Anthropol. 9,
156–185. doi: 10.1002/1520-
6505(2000)9:4<156::AID-EVAN5>3.
0.CO;2-7
Kaufmann, W. E., and Worley, P.
F. (1999). Neural activity and
immediate early gene expres-
sion in the cerebral cortex. Ment.
Retard. Dev. Disabil. Res. Rev. 5,
41–51. doi: 10.1002/(SICI)1098-
2779(1999)5:1<41::AID-MRDD5>3.
0.CO;2-C
Khaitovich, P., Muetzel, B., She,
X., Lachmann, M., Hellmann,
I., Dietzsch, J., et al. (2004).
Regional patterns of gene expression
in human and chimpanzee brains.
Genome Res. 14, 1462–1473. doi:
10.1101/gr.2538704
Klein, R. G. (2000). Archeology
and the evolution of human
behavior. Evol. Anthropol. 9,
17–36. doi: 10.1002/(SICI)1520-
6505(2000)9:1<17::AID-EVAN3>3.
0.CO;2-A
Krubitzer L., and Kaas, J. (2005).
The evolution of the neocortex
in mammals: how is pheno-
typic diversity generated? Curr.
Opin. Neurobiol. 15, 444–453. doi:
10.1016/j.conb.2005.07.003
Kruggel, F. (2006). MRI-based vol-
umetry of head compartments:
normative values of healthy
adults. Neuroimage 30, 1–11. doi:
10.1016/j.neuroimage.2005.09.063
Lacruz, R. S., Ramirez Rozzi, F., and
Bromage,T.G. (2005). Dental enamel
hypoplasia, age at death, andweaning
in the Taung child. S. Afri. J. Sci. 101,
567–569.
LaFreniere, P. (2005). “Human emo-
tions as multipurpose adaptations:
an evolutionary perspective on the
development of fear,” in Evolutionary
Perspectives on Human Development
2nd Edn, eds R L. Burgess and K.
MacDonald (Thousand Oaks, CA:
Sage Publications), 189–206.
Leigh, S. R. (2006). Brain ontogeny
and life history in Homo erectus.
J. Hum. Evol. 50, 104–108. doi:
10.1016/j.jhevol.2005.02.008
Leigh, S. R. (2012). Brain size growth
and life history in human evolu-
tion. Evol. Biol. 39, 587–599. doi:
10.1007/s11692-012-9168-5
Leigh, S. R., and Park, P. B. (1998).
Evolution of human growth prolon-
gation. Am. J. Phys. Anthropol. 107,
331–350. doi: 10.1002/(SICI)1096-
8644(199811)107:3<331::AID-
AJPA9>3.0.CO;2-#
LeMay, M. (1976). Morphological
cerebral asymmetries of modern
man, fossil man, and nonhuman
primate. Ann. N. Y. Acad. Sci.
280, 349–366. doi: 10.1111/j.1749-
6632.1976.tb25499.x
Leutenegger, W. (1987). Neonatal brain
size and neurocranial dimensions in
Pliocene hominids: implications for
obstetrics. J. Hum. Evol. 16, 291–296.
doi: 10.1016/0047-2484(87)90004-2
Lieberman, D. E., Carlo, J., Ponce
de León, M., and Zollikofer, C. P.
E. (2007). A geometric morphome-
tric analysis of heterochrony in the
cranium of chimpanzees and bono-
bos. J. Hum. Evol. 52, 647–662. doi:
10.1016/j.jhevol.2006.12.005
Lieberman, D. E., McBratney, B. M.,
and Krovitz, G. (2002). The evo-
lution and development of cranial
form in Homo sapiens. Proc. Natl.
Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 99, 1134–1139. doi:
10.1073/pnas.022440799
Lieberman, D. E., Ross, C. F., and
Ravosa, M. J. (2000). The primate
cranial base: ontogeny, function, and
integration. Am. J. Phys. Anthropol.
43, 117–169. doi: 10.1002/1096-
8644(2000)43:31+<117::AID-
AJPA5>3.3.CO;2-9
Liu, X., Somel, M., Tang, L., Yan,
Z., Jiang, X., Guo, S., et al.
(2012). Extension of cortical synaptic
development distinguishes humans
from chimpanzees and macaques.
Genome Res. 22, 611–622. doi:
10.1101/gr.127324.111
Lu, Z. X., Huang, Q., and Su, B.
(2009). Functional characterization
of the human-speciﬁc (type II) form
of kallikrein 8, a gene involved in
learning and memory. Cell Res. 19,
259–267. doi: 10.1038/cr.2009.4
Lu, Z. X., Peng, J., and Su, B.
(2007). A human-speciﬁc mutation
leads to the origin of a novel splice
form of neuropsin (KLK8), a gene
involved in learning and memory.
Hum. Mutat. 28, 978–984. doi:
10.1002/humu.20547
Maren, S. (1999). Long-term potentia-
tion in the amygdala: a mechanism
for emotional learning and memory.
Trends Neurosci. 22, 561–567. doi:
10.1016/S0166-2236(99)01465-4
Marin-Padilla, M. (1970). Prenatal
and early postnatal ontogenesis of
the human motor cortex: a Golgi
study. I. The sequential develop-
ment of the cortical layers. Brain
Res. 23, 167–183. doi: 10.1016/0006-
8993(70)90037-5
McAllister, A. K., Katz, L. C., and Lo, D.
C. (1996). Neurotrophin regulation
of cortical dendritic growth requires
activity. Neuron 17, 1057–1064. doi:
10.1016/S0896-6273(00)80239-1
McBrearty, S., and Brooks, A. S.
(2000). The revolution that wasn’t:
a new interpretation of the ori-
gin of modern human behavior.
J. Hum. Evol. 39, 453–563. doi:
10.1006/jhev.2000.0435
McDonald, A. J. (1992). “Cell types and
intrinsic connections of the amyg-
dala,” in The Amygdala: Neurobiolog-
ical aspects of Emotion, Memory, and
Mental Dysfunction, ed. J. P. Aggle-
ton (New York: John Wiley & Sons),
67–96.
McDonald, A. J. (1996). Glutamate
and aspartate immunoreactive neu-
rons of the rat basolateral amygdala:
colocalization of excitatory amino
acids and projections to the lim-
bic circuit. J. Comp. Neurol. 365,
367–379. doi: 10.1002/(SICI)1096-
9861(19960212)365:3<367::AID-
CNE3>3.0.CO;2-2
McDonald, A. J., Muller, J. F.,
and Mascagni, F. (2002). GABAer-
gic innervations of alphatype II
calcium/calmodulin-dependent pro-
tein kinase immunoractive pyramidal
neurons in the rat basolateral amyg-
dala. J. Comp. Neurol. 446, 199–218.
doi: 10.1002/cne.10204
McGuire, C. B., Snipes, G. J.,
and Norden, J. J. (1988). Light-
microscopic immunolocalization of
the growh-and plasticity-associated
protein GAP-43 in the developing rat
brain. Dev. Brain Res. 41, 277–291.
doi: 10.1016/0165-3806(88)90189-7
McKee, J. K. (1993). Faunal dating of
the Taung hominid fossil deposit. J.
Hum. Evol. 25, 363–376
Mitsui, S., Tsuruoka, N., Yamashiro,
K., Nakazato, H., and Yamaguchi,
N. (1999). A novel form of human
neuropsin, a brain-related serine pro-
tease, is generated by alternative splic-
ing and is expressed preferentially in
human adult brain. Eur. J. Biochem.
260, 627–634. doi: 10.1046/j.1432-
1327.1999.00213.x
Mitteroecker, P., and Bookstein,
F. (2008). The evolutionary
role of modularity and integra-
tion in the hominoid cranium.
Evolution 62, 943–958. doi:
10.1111/j.1558-5646.2008.00321.x
Moss, M. L. (1968). A theoretical
analysis of the functional matrix.
Acta Biotheor. 18, 195–202. doi:
10.1007/BF01556727
Moss, M. L., and Young, R. W. (1960).
A functional approach to craniology.
Am. J. Phys. Anthropol. 18, 281–292.
doi: 10.1002/ajpa.1330180406
Mrzljak, L., Uylings, H. B. M., Kos-
tovic, I., and van Eden C. G.
(1988). Prenatal development of neu-
rons in the human prefrontal cor-
tex: I. A qualitative Golgi study. J.
Comp. Neurol. 271, 355–386. doi:
10.1002/cne.902710306
Muller, F., and O’Rahilly, R. (2006). The
amygdaloid complex and the medial
Frontiers in Human Neuroscience www.frontiersin.org October 2013 | Volume 7 | Article 707 | 16
“fnhum-07-00707” — 2013/10/30 — 11:59 — page 17 — #17
Hrvoj-Mihic et al. Evolution of plasticity in the human brain
and lateral ventricular eminences in
staged human embryos. J. Anat.
208, 547–564. doi: 10.1111/j.1469-
7580.2006.00553.x
Neubauer, S., Gunz, P., and Hublin,
J.-J. (2009). The pattern of endocra-
nial ontogenetic shape changes in
humans. J. Anat. 215, 240–255. doi:
10.1111/j.1469-7580.2009.01106.x
Neubauer, S., Gunz, P., and Hublin, J.-
J. (2010). Endocranial shape changes
during growth in chimpanzees and
humans: a morphometric analy-
sis of unique and shared aspects.
J. Hum. Evol. 59, 555–566. doi:
10.1016/j.jhevol.2010.06.011
Neubauer, S., Gunz, P., Weber, G. W.,
and Hublin, J.-J. (2012). Endocranial
volume of Australopithecus africanus:
new CT-based estimates and the
effects of missing data and small sam-
ple size. J. Hum. Evol. 62, 498–510.
doi: 10.1016/j.jhevol.2012.01.005
Neubauer, S., and Hublin, J.-J. (2012).
The evolution of human brain devel-
opment. Evol. Biol. 39, 568–586. doi:
10.1007/s11692-011-9156-1
Nieuwenhuys, R. (1994). The neo-
cortex: an overview of its evo-
lutionary development, structural
organization and synaptology. Anat.
Embryol. (Berl.) 190, 307–337. doi:
10.1007/BF00187291
Nishida, T. (1983). Alloparental behav-
ior inwild chimpanzees of theMahale
Mountains, Tanzania. Folia Primatol.
41, 1–33. doi: 10.1159/000156117
Pearce, E., Stringer, C., and Dun-
bar, R. I. M. (2013). New insights
into differences in brain organization
between Neanderthals and anatomi-
cally modern humans. Proc. R. Soc.
Lond. B Biol. Sci. 280, 20130168. doi:
10.1098/rspb.2013.0168
Petanjek, Z., Judas, M., Kostovic, I., and
Uylings, H. B. M. (2008). Lifespan
alterations of basal dendritic trees
of pyramidal neurons in the human
prefrontal cortex: a layer-speciﬁc pat-
tern. Cereb. Cortex 18, 915–929. doi:
10.1093/cercor/bhm124
Petanjek, Z., Judas, M., Simic, G.,
Rasina, M. R., Uylings, H. B. M.,
Rakic, P., et al. (2011). Extraordi-
nary neoteny of synaptic spines in the
human prefrontal cortex. Proc. Natl.
Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 108, 13281–13286.
doi: 10.1073/pnas.1105108108
Ponce de León, M. S., Golovanova,
L., Doronichev, V., Romanova, G.,
Akazawa, T., Kondo, O., et al. (2008).
Neanderthal brain size at birth pro-
vides insights into the evolution of
human life history. Proc. Natl. Acad.
Sci. U.S.A. 105, 13764–13768. doi:
10.1073/pnas.0803917105
Ponce de León, M. S., Ledevin, R., and
Zollikofer, C. P. E. (2013). Exo- and
endocranial ontogeny in hominoid
primates (Abstract). Am. J. Phys.
Anthropol. 150, 223.
Potts, R. (1998). Variability selection in
hominid evolution. Evol. Anthropol.
7, 81–96. doi: 10.1002/(SICI)1520-
6505(1998)7:3<81::AID-EVAN3>3.
0.CO;2-A
Prabhakar, S., Noonan, J. P., Paabo, S.,
and Rubin, E. M. (2006). Accelerated
evolution of conserved noncoding
sequences in humans. Science 314,
786. doi: 10.1126/science.1130738
Prather, M. D., Lavenex, P., Mauldin-
Jourdain, M. L., Mason, W. A.,
Capitanio, J. P., Mendoza, S. P.,
et al. (2001). Increased social fear
and decreased fear of objects in
monkeys with neonatal amygdala
lesions. Neuroscience 106, 653–
658. doi: 10.1016/S0306-4522(01)
00445-6
Rakic, P. (1982). “Organizing principles
for development of primate cerebral
cortex,” in Organizing Principles of
Neural Development, ed. S. C. Sharma
(New York: Plenum Press), 21–48.
Resnick, S. M., Pham, D. L., Kraut,
M. A., Zonderman, A. B., and
Davatzikos, C. (2003). Longitudinal
magnetic resonance imaging studies
of older adults: a shrinking brain. J.
Neurosci. 23, 3295–3301.
Richtsmeier, J. T., Aldridge, K., DeLeon,
V. B., Panchal, J., Kane, A. A., Marsh,
J. L., et al. (2006). Phenotypic inte-
gration of neurocranium and brain.
J. Exp. Zool. B Mol. Dev. Evol. 306,
360–378. doi: 10.1002/jez.b.21092
Royle, N. A., Valdés Hernández, M.
C., Muñoz Maniega, S., Arabisala, B.
S., Bastin, M. E., Deary, I. J., et al.
(2013). Inﬂuence of thickening of the
inner skull table on intracranial vol-
ume measurement in older people.
Magn. Reson. Imaging 31, 918–922.
doi: 10.1016/j.mri.2013.01.012
Ruff, C. (2010). Body size and body
shape in early hominins – impli-
cations of the Gona pelvis. J.
Hum. Evol. 58, 166–178. doi:
10.1016/j.jhevol.2009.10.003
Ruff C. B., Trinkaus E., and Holliday T.
W. (1997). Body mass and encephal-
ization in Pleistocene Homo. Nature
387, 173–176. doi: 10.1038/387173a0
Sakai, T., Matsui, M., Mikami, A.,
Malkova, L., Hamada, Y., Tomon-
aga, M., et al. (2013). Devel-
opmental patterns of chimpanzee
cerebral tissues provide important
clues for understanding the remark-
able enlargement of the humanbrain.
Proc. R. Soc. Lond. B Biol. Sci.
280, 20122398. doi: 10.1098/rspb.
2012.2398
Scahill, R. I., Frost, C., Jenkins, R.,
Whitwell, J. L., Rossor, M. N., and
Fox, N. C. (2003). A longitudi-
nal study of brain volume changes
in normal aging using serial regis-
tered magnetic resonance imaging.
Arch. Neurol. 60, 989–994. doi:
10.1001/archneur.60.7.989
Scheibel, A. B., Paul, L. A., Fried,
I., Forsythe, A. B., Tomiyasu, U.,
Wechsler, A., et al. (1985). Dendritic
organization of the anterior speech
area. Exp. Neurol. 87, 109–117. doi:
10.1016/0014-4886(85)90137-2
Schenker, N. M., Buxhoeveden, D.
P., Blackmon, W. L., Amunts, K.,
Zilles, K., and Semendeferi, K.
(2008). A comparative quantitative
analysis of cytoarchitecture andmini-
columnar organization in Broca’s
area in humans and great apes. J.
Comp. Neurol. 510, 117–128. doi:
10.1002/cne.21792
Schenker, N. M., Hopkins, W. D.,
Spocter, M. A., Garrison, A. R.,
Stimpson, C. D., Erwin, J. M., et al.
(2010). Broca’s area homologue in
chimpanzees (Pan troglodytes): prob-
abilistic mapping, asymmetry, and
comparison to humans. Cereb. Cor-
tex 20, 730–742. doi: 10.1093/cercor/
bhp138
Schratt, G. M., Tuebing, F., Nigh, E. A.,
Kane, C. G., Sabatini, M. E., Kiebler,
M., et al. (2006). A brain-speciﬁc
microRNA regulates dendritic spine
development. Nature 439, 283–289.
doi: 10.1038/nature04367
Semendeferi, K., and Damasio, H.
(2000). The brain and its main
anatomical subdivisions in living
hominoids using magnetic reso-
nance imaging. J. Hum. Evol. 38,
317–332. doi: 10.1006/jhev.1999.
0381
Semendeferi, K., Lu, A., Schenker, N.,
and Damasio, H. (2002). Humans
and great apes share a large frontal
cortex.Nat. Neurosci. 5, 272–276. doi:
10.1038/nn814
Semendeferi, K., Schleicher, A.,
Zilles, K, Armstrong, E., and
Van Hoesen, G. W. (2001). Pre-
frontal cortex in humans and
apes: a comparative study of
area 10. Am. J. Phys. Anthopol.
114, 224–241. doi: 10.1002/1096-
8644(200103)114:3<224::AID-
AJPA1022>3.0.CO;2-I
Semendeferi, K., Teffer, K., Buxhoeve-
den, D. P., Park, M. S., Bludau, S.
K., Amunts, K., et al. (2011). Spatial
organization of neurons in the pre-
frontal cortex sets humans apart from
great apes. Cereb. Cortex 21, 1485–
1497. doi: 10.1093/cercor/bhq191
Shamy, J. L., Habeck, C., Hof, P.
R., Amaral, D. G., Fong, S. G.,
Buonocore, M. H., et al. (2011).
Volumetric correlates of spatiotem-
poral working and recognition mem-
ory impairment in aged rhesus
monkeys. Cereb. Cortex 21, 1559–
1573. doi: 10.1093/cercor/bhq210
Shaw, P., Lalonde, F., Lepage, C.,
Rabin, C., Eckstrand, K., Sharp, W.,
et al. (2009). Development of cor-
tical asymmetry in typically devel-
oping children and its disruption in
attention-deﬁcit/hyperactivity disor-
der. Arch. Gen. Psychiatry 66, 888–
896. doi: 10.1001/archgenpsychia-
try.2009.103
Sherwood, C. C., Gordon, A. D., Allen,
J. S., Phillips, K. A., Erwin, J. M., Hof,
P. R., et al. (2011). Aging of the cere-
bral cortex differs between humans
and chimpanzees. Proc. Natl. Acad.
Sci. U.S.A. 108, 13029–13034. doi:
10.1073/pnas.1016709108
Sherwood, C. C., Lee, P. W., Rivara,
C. B., Holloway, R. L., Gilissen, E.
P., Simmons, R. M., et al. (2003a).
Evolution of specialized pyramidal
neurons in primate visual and motor
cortex. Brain Behav. Evol. 61, 28–44.
Sherwood, C. C., Broadﬁeld, D. C., Hol-
loway, R. L., Gannon, P. J., and Hof,
P. R. (2003b). Variability of Broca’s
area homologue inAfrican great apes:
implications for language evolution.
Anat. Rec. A Discov. Mol. Cell Evol.
Biol. 271A, 276–285.
Simpson, S. W., Quade, J., Levin, N.
E., Butler, R., Dupont-Nivet, G.,
Everett, M., et al. (2008). A female
Homo erectus pelvis from Gona,
Ethiopia. Science 322, 1089–1092.
doi: 10.1126/science.1163592
Small, M. F. (1990). Alloparental
behaviour in Barbary macaques,
Macaca sylvanus. Anim. Behav.
39, 297–306. doi: 10.1016/S0003-
3472(05)80874-7
Somel, M., Franz, H., Yan, Z.,
Lorenc, A., Guo, S., Giger, T., et al.
(2009). Transcriptional neoteny in
the human brain. Proc. Natl. Acad.
Sci. U.S.A. 106, 5743–5748. doi:
10.1073/pnas.0900544106
Spruston, N. (2008). Pyramidal neu-
rons: dendritic structure and synap-
tic integration. Nat. Rev. Neurosci. 9,
206–221. doi: 10.1038/nrn2286
Stefanacci, L., andAmaral, D. G. (2000).
Topographic organization of cortical
inputs to the lateral nucleus of the
macaque monkey amygdala: a retro-
grade tracing study. J. Comp. Neurol.
421, 52–79. doi: 10.1002/(SICI)1096-
9861(20000522)421:1<52::AID-CN
E4>3.0.CO;2-O
Stefanacci, L., and Amaral, D. G.
(2002). Some observations on cor-
tical inputs to the macaque mon-
key amygdale: an anterograde tracing
study. J. Comp. Neurol. 451, 3031–
3323. doi: 10.1002/cne.10339
Frontiers in Human Neuroscience www.frontiersin.org October 2013 | Volume 7 | Article 707 | 17
“fnhum-07-00707” — 2013/10/30 — 11:59 — page 18 — #18
Hrvoj-Mihic et al. Evolution of plasticity in the human brain
Stefanacci, L., Suzuki, W., and Ama-
ral, D. G. (1996). Organization of
connections between the amyg-
daloid complex and the perirhinal
and parahippocampal cortices in
macaque monkeys. J. Comp. Neu-
rol. 375, 552–582. doi: 10.1002/
(SICI)1096-9861(19961125)375:4<5
52::AID-CNE2>3.0.CO;2-0
Sun T., Patoine C., Abu-Khalil A., Vis-
vader, J., Sum, E., Cherry, T. J.,
et al. (2005). Early asymmetry of gene
transcription in embryonic human
left and right cerebral cortex. Science
308, 1794–1798. doi: 10.1126/sci-
ence.1110324
Sun T., and Walsh, C. A. (2006). Molec-
ular approaches to brain asymmetry
and handedness. Nat. Rev. Neurosci.
7, 655–662. doi: 10.1038/nrn1930
Tague, R. G., and Lovejoy, C. O. (1986).
The obstetric pelvis of A.L. 288-1
(Lucy). J. Hum. Evol. 15, 237–
255. doi: 10.1016/S0047-2484(86)
80052-5
Teyssandier, N. (2008). Revolution
or evolution; the emergence of
the Upper Paleolithic in Europe.
World Archeol. 40, 493–513. doi:
10.1080/00438240802452676
Thompson, C. I., Schwartzbaum, J.
S., and Harlow, H. F. (1969).
Development of social fear after
amygdalectomy in infant rhesus
monkeys. Physiol. Behav. 4, 249–254.
doi: 10.1016/0031-9384(69)90088-2
Tobias, P. V. (2006). Longevity,
death and encephalisation among
Plio-Pleistocene hominins. Int.
Congr. Ser. 1296, 1–15. doi:
10.1016/j.ics.2006.03.034
Toga, A. W., and Thompson, P. M.
(2003). Mapping brain asymmetry.
Nat. Rev. Neurosci. 4, 37–48. doi:
10.1038/nrn1009
Trinkaus, E. (2011). Late Pleistocene
adult mortality patterns and mod-
ern human establishment. Proc. Natl
Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 108, 1267–1271. doi:
10.1073/pnas.1018700108
Ulﬁg, N., Setzer, M., and Bohl, J.
(2003). Ontogeny of the human
amygdala. Ann. N. Y. Acad. Sci. 285,
22–33.
Uylings, H. B. M., Jacobsen, A. M.,
Zilles, K., and Amunts, K. (2006).
Left-right asymmetry in volume and
number of neurons in adult Broca’s
area. Cortex 42, 652–658. doi:
10.1016/S0010-9452(08)70401-5
van Praag, H., Schinder, A. F., Christie,
B. R., Toni, N., Palmer, T. D.,
and Gage, F. H. (2002). Functional
neurogenesis in the adult hippocam-
pus. Nature 415, 1030–1034. doi:
10.1038/4151030a
Ventrice, F. (2011). Modern Human
Brain Growth and Development.
Contribution to Brain Evolution in
Hominids. Zürich: University of
Zürich.
Wanifuchi, H., Shimizu, T., and
Maruyama, T. (2002). Age-related
changes in the proportion of
intracranial cerebrospinal ﬂuid
space measured using volumetric
computerized tomography scan-
ning. J. Neurosurg. 97, 607–610. doi:
10.3171/jns.2002.97.3.0607
Yang, Z., Richards, K., Kurniawan,
N. D., Petrou, S., and Reutens,
D. C. (2012). MRI-guided vol-
ume reconstruction of mouse brain
from histological sections. J. Neu-
rosci. Methods 211, 210–217. doi:
10.1016/j.jneumeth.2012.08.021
Zollikofer, C. P. E., and Ponce
de León, M. S. (2010). The
evolution of hominin ontogenies.
Sem. Cell. Dev. Biol. 21, 441–
452. doi: 10.1016/j.semcdb.2009.
10.012
Zollikofer, C. P. E., and Ponce de
León, M. S. (2013). Pandora’s
growing box: inferring the evolu-
tion and development of hominin
brains from endocasts. Evol. Anthro-
pol. 22, 20–33. doi: 10.1002/evan.
21333
Conflict of Interest Statement: The
authors declare that the research was
conducted in the absence of any com-
mercial or ﬁnancial relationships that
could be construed as a potential con-
ﬂict of interest.
Received: 31 May 2013; accepted: 05
October 2013; published online: 30 Octo-
ber 2013.
Citation: Hrvoj-Mihic B, Bienvenu T,
Stefanacci L, Muotri AR and Semende-
feri K (2013) Evolution, development,
and plasticity of the human brain: from
molecules to bones. Front. Hum. Neu-
rosci. 7:707. doi: 10.3389/fnhum.2013.
00707
This article was submitted to the journal
Frontiers in Human Neuroscience.
Copyright © 2013 Hrvoj-Mihic,
Bienvenu, Stefanacci, Muotri and
Semendeferi. This is an open-access
article distributed under the terms of the
Creative Commons Attribution License
(CC BY). The use, distribution or repro-
duction in other forums is permitted,
provided the original author(s) or licen-
sor are credited and that the original
publication in this journal is cited, in
accordance with accepted academic prac-
tice. No use, distribution or reproduction
is permitted which does not comply with
these terms.
Frontiers in Human Neuroscience www.frontiersin.org October 2013 | Volume 7 | Article 707 | 18
